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Presidential  Documents 


Title  3— THE  PRESIDENT 

Executive  Order  11194 


INSPECTION  OF  INCOME,  EXCESS-PROFITS,  ESTATE,  AND  GIFT 
TAX  RETURNS  BY  THE  SENATE  COMMIHEE  ON  GOVERNMENT 
OPERATIONS 


By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  section  55(a)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1939,  as  amended  (53  Stat,  29,  54  Stat.  1008 ; 
26  U.S.C.  (1952  Ed.)  55(a)),  and  by  section  6103(a)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  (68A  Stat.  753;  26  U.S.C.  6103(a)),  it  is 
hereby  ordered  that  any  income,  excess-profits,  estate,  or  gift  tax 
return  for  the  years  1947  to  1965,  inclusive,  shall,  during  the  Eighty- 
ninth  Congress,  be  open  to  inspection  by  the  Senate  ^mmittee  on 
Government  Operations  or  any  auly  authorized  subcommittee  thereof, 
in  connection  with  its  studies  of  the  operation  of  Government  activities 
at  all  levels  with  a  view  to  determining  the  economy  and  efficiency  of 
the  Government.  Such  inspection  shall  be  in  accordance  and  upon 
compliance  with  the  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  in  Treasury  Decisions  6132  and  6133,  relating  to 
the  inspection  of  returns  by  committees  of  the  Congress,  approved  by 
the  President  on  May  3, 1955. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  upon  its  filing  for  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Lyndon  B.  Johnson 

The  White  House, 

January  26^  1965. 


[F.R,  Doc.  65-954 ;  Filed,  Jan.  26, 1965 ;  5 ;  10  p.m.] 


Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  IX — ^Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables,  Tree 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Tangelo  Reg.  27] 

PART  905— ORANGES,  GRAPEFRUIT, 
tangerines,  and  TANGELOS 
GROWN  IN  FLORIDA 

Limitation  of  Shipments 
§  903.453  Tangelo  Regulation  27. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  905,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
905),  regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  tangerines,  and  tangelos 
grown  in  Florida,  effective  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
committees  established  under  the  afore¬ 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  foimd  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  shipments  of  tangelos,  as  herein¬ 
after  provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that 
it  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  no¬ 
tice,  engage  in  public  rule-making  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  postpone  the  effective  date 
of  this  section  until  30  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  thereof  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  1001-1011)  because  the  time 
intervening  between  the  date  when  in¬ 
formation  upon  which  this  section  Is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  section  must  become  effective 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  is  insufficient;  a  reasonable 
time  is  permitted,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  for  preparation  for  such  effec¬ 
tive  time:  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  hereof  effective 
as  hereinafter  set  forth.  Shipments  of 
tangelos,  grown  in  the  production  area, 
are  presently  subject  to  regulation  by 
grades  and  sizes,  pursuant  to  the  amend¬ 
ed  marketing  agreement  and  order;  the 
recommendation  and  supporting  infor¬ 
mation  for  regulation  during  the  period 
specified  herein  were  promptly  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Department  after  an  open 
meeting  of  the  Growers  Administrative 
Committee  on  January  26,  1965,  such 
meeting  was  held  to  consider  recom¬ 
mendations  for  regulation,  after  giving 
due  notice  of  such  meeting,  and  inter¬ 
ested  persons  were  afforded  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  submit  their  views  at  this  meet¬ 
ing;  the  provisions  of  this  section.  In¬ 
cluding  the  effective  time  hereof,  are 
identical  with  the  aforesaid  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  committee,  and  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  such  provisions  and 
effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  tangelos;  it  is 


necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 
section  effective  during  the  period  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  so  as  to  provide  for 
the  continued  regulation  of  the  handling 
of  tangelos.  and  compliance  with  this 
section  will  not  require  any  special 
preparation  on  the  part  of  the  persons 
subject  thereto  which  cannot  be  com¬ 
pleted  by  the  effective  time  hereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  Terms  used  in  the 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order  shall,  when  used  herein,  have  the 
same  meaning  as  is  given  to  the  respec¬ 
tive  term  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order;  and  terms  relating 
to  grade,  diameter,  standard  pack,  and 
standard  box,  as  used  herein,  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  as  is  given  to  the  re¬ 
spective  term  in  the  United  States  Stand¬ 
ards  for  Florida  Oranges  and  Tangelos 
(§§  51.1140-51.1178  of  this  title). 

(2)  The  provisions  of  Tangelo  Regula¬ 
tion  26  (§  905.451;  30  F.R.  752)  are  here¬ 
by  terminated  effective  at  12:01  a.m., 
e.s.t.,  January  29,  1965. 

(3)  Dming  the  period  beginning  at 
12:01  ajn.,  ejs.t.,  January  29.  1965,  and 
ending  at  12:01  ajn.,  e.s.t.,  August  1, 
1965,  no  handler  shall  ship  between  the 
production  area  and  any  point  outside 
thereof  in  the  continental  United  States, 
Canada,  or  Mexico : 

(i)  Any  tangelos,  grown  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  area,  which  do  not  grade  at  least 
U.S.  No.  2  Russet;  or 

(ii)  Any  tangelos,  grown  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  area,  which  are  of  a  size  smaller 
than  2%6  inches  In  diameter,  except 
that  a  tolerance  of  10  percent,  by  coimt, 
of  tangelos  smaller  than  such  minimum 
diameter  shall  be  permitted,  which  tol¬ 
erance  shall  be  applied  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  for  the  application 
of  tolerances  specified  in  said  United 
States  Standards  for  Florida  Oranges 
and  Tangelos. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  January  27, 1965. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-989;  Piled,  Jan.  27,  1966; 

11:15  a.m.] 


[Tangerine  Reg.  27] 

PART  905— ORANGES,  GRAPEFRUIT, 
TANGERINES,  AND  TANGELOS 
GROWN  IN  FLORIDA 

Limitation  of  Shipments 
§  905.452  Tangerine  Regulation  27. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  905,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
905) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  tangerines,  and  tangelos 
grown  in  Florida,  effective  under  the  ap¬ 


plicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S..C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
committees  established  under  the  afore¬ 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  shipments  of  tangerines,  as  here¬ 
inafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  tc  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
thereof  in  the  I^deral  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
1001-1011)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient;  a  reasonable  time  is  iiermitted, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  preparation 
for  such  effective  time;  and  good  cause 
exists  for  maxing  the  provisions  hereof 
effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  Ship¬ 
ments  of  tangerines,  grown  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  area,  are  presently  subject  to 
regulation  by  grades  and  sizes,  pursuant 
to  the  amended  marketing  agreement 
and  order:  the  recommendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  regulation  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  specified  herein  were 
promptly  submitted  to  the  Department 
after  an  open  meeting  of  the  Growers 
Administrative  Committee  on  January  26, 
1965,  such  meeting  was  held  to  consider 
recommendations  for  regulation,  after 
giving  due  notice  of  such  meeting,  and 
interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  l^eir  views  at  this 
meeting;  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
including  the  effective  time  hereof,  are 
identical  with  the  aforesaid  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  committee,  and  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  such  provisions  and  ef¬ 
fective  time  has  been  disseminated  among 
handlers  of  such  tangerines ;  it  is 
necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 
section  effective  during  the  period  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
continued  regulation  of  the  handling  of 
tangerines,  and  compliance  with  this 
section  will  not  require  any  special  prep¬ 
aration  on  the  part  of  the  persons  subject 
thereto  which  cannot  be  completed  by 
the  effective  time  hereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  Terms  used  in  the 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  order 
shall,  when  used  herein,  have  the  same 
meaning  as  is  given  to  the  respective 
term  in  said  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order;  and  terms  relating  to 
grade,  diameter,  and  standard  pack,  as 
used  herein,  shall  have  the  same  meaning 
as  is  given  to  the  respective  term  in  the 
United  States  Standards  for  Florida  Tan¬ 
gerines  (S§  51.1810-51.1834  of  this  title). 

(2)  The  provisions  of  Tangerine  Regu¬ 
lation  26  (§905.450;  30  F.R.  751)  are 
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hereby  terminated  effective  at  12:01  a.m., 
e.s.t.,  January  29,  1965. 

(3)  During  the  period  beginning  at 
12:01  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  January  29,  1965,  and 
ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  August  1, 
1965,  no  handler  shall  ship  between  the 
production  area  and  any  point  outside 
thereof  in  the  continental  United  States, 
Canada,  or  Mexico: 

(i)  Any  tangerines,  growm  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  area,  which  do  not  grade  at  least 
U.S.  No.  2  Russet:  or 

(ii)  Any  tangerines,  grown  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  area,  which  are  of  a  size  smaller 
than  2%c  inches  in  diameter,  except  that 
a  tolerance  of  10  percent,  by  count,  of 
tangerines  smaller  than  such  minimum 
diameter  shall  be  permitted,  which  toler¬ 
ance  shall  be  applied  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  for  the  application  of  tol¬ 
erances  specified  in  said  United  States 
Standards  for  Florida  Tangerines. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  January  27, 1965. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

IF.R.  Doc.  65-990;  Piled,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

11:15  am.] 


[970.305  Arndt.  4] 

PART  970— CARROTS  GROWN  IN 
SOUTH  TEXAS 

Limitation  of  Shipments 

Findings,  (a)  Pursuant  to  Marketing 
Agreement  No.  142  and  Order  No.  970, 
both  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  970) ,  reg¬ 
ulating  the  handling  of  carrots  grown 
in  designated  counties  in  South  Texas, 
effective  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (Secs.  1-19, 
48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  601 
et  seq.),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the 
recommendation  and  information  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  South  Texas  Carrot  Com¬ 
mittee,  established  pursuant  to  said 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  amendment  to  the 
limitation  of  shipments  hereinafter  set 
forth  will  maintain  orderly  marketing 
conditions  tending  to  increase  returns  to 
carrot  growers  in  the  production  area. 

(b)  It  is  hereby  found  that  it  is  im¬ 
practicable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  or 
engage  in  public  rule  making  procedure, 
and  that  good  cause  exists  for  not  post¬ 
poning  the  effective  date  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  until  30  days  after  publication  in 
the  P^DERAL  Register  (5  U.S.C.  1003)  in 
that  (1)  the  1964-65  marketing  season 
for  South  Texas  carrots  is  currently  in 
progress  and  a  heavy  volume  of  ship¬ 
ments  is  now  being  made,  (2)  to  maxi¬ 
mize  benefits  to  growers,  t^  amendment 
should  apply  to  as  many  shipments  of 
carrots  as  possible  during  the  remainder 
of  the  1964-65  season,  (3)  compliance 
with  this  amendment  will  not  require 
any  special  preparation  on  the  paii;  of 
handlers  which  cannot  be  completed  by 
the  time  this  amendment  becomes  effec¬ 


tive.  and  (4)  information  regarding  the 
committee’s  recommendation  has  been 
disseminated  to  producers  and  handlers 
in  the  production  area. 

Order,  as  amended.  In  §  970.305  (29 
F.R.  15018,  30  F.R.  305,  644,  777) ,  amend 
the  introductory  paragraphs  and  para¬ 
graphs  (a),  (b),  (c),  and  (d)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  970.305  Limitation  of  shipments. 

During  the  period  from  January  29, 
1965,  through  June  30,  1965,  no  handler 
shall  ( 1 )  package  or  load  carrots  on  Sun¬ 
days,  or  (2)  handle  any  lots  of  caiTots 
grown  in  the  production  area  unless  such 
carrots  meet  the  grade  requirements  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  and  one 
of  the  size  designations  of  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section,  and  meet  the  container 
and  pack  requirements  of  paragraphs  (c) 
and  (d)  of  this  section,  or  unless  such 
carrots  are  handled  in  accordance  with 
provisions  of  paragraphs  (e).  (f),  (g), 
and  (h)  of  this  section. 

(a)  Minimum  grade  requirements. 
U.S.  No.  1.  or  better,  and  which  are 
“clean,”  averaging  at  least  50  percent 
well  formed,  with  no  individual  sample 
under  35  percent  well  formed. 

(b)  Sizing  requirements. — (1)  Medi- 
um-to-large.  Seven-eighths  inch  mini¬ 
mum  diameter  to  1%  inches  maximum 
diameter,  6  inches  minimum  length,  with 
an  average  of  30  percent  by  count  1  inch 
minimum  diameter  or  larger  and  no 
sample  with  less  than  15  percent  by 
count  1  inch  or  larger  in  diameter. 

(2)  Jumbo.  1  inch  minimum  diame¬ 
ter  to  2  inches  maximum  diameter  and  6 
inches  minimum  length. 

(c)  Container  requirements.  (1)  Car¬ 
rots  may  be  handled  only  in  containers 
classified  by  weight  as  follows: 

(1)  1  pound; 

(ii)  2  pounds; 

(iil)  5  pounds; 

(iv)  25  pounds; 

(V)  50  pounds;  and 

(vi)  75-80  pounds. 

(2)  “Jumbos,”  as  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (2)  of  this  section,  may  be 
handled  only  in  25,  50,  and  75-80  pound 
containers. 

(3)  The  container  requirements  of 
this  paragraph  shall  not,  but  the  pack 
requirements  of  paragraph  (d)  of  this 
section  shall,  be  applicable  to  carrots 
handled  for  export. 

(d)  Pack  requirements.  (1)  Master 
containers  for  1  pound,  2  pound,  or  5 
pound  packages  shall  contain  the  fol¬ 
lowing  number  of  packages  only: 

(1)  24  1  pound  packages; 

(ii)  48  1  pound  packages; 

(iii)  24  2  pound  packages;  or 

(iv)  10  5  pound  packages. 

(2)  (i)  Average  gross  weight  of  master 
containers  is  to  be  computed  by  multi¬ 
plying  the  allowable  number  of  pack¬ 
ages  therein  by  their  weight  classifica¬ 
tion,  with  respective  tare  allowances 
added.  Tare  allowances  for  crates,  or 
their  equivalents  In  other  containers, 
are  4  c>ounds  for  crates  Nos.  4015  and 
3820,  and  2  pounds  for  crate  No.  5055. 
Crate  designations  su'e  cturier  numbers. 

(ii)  Msuster  containers  of  packages 
with  the  following  weight  classifications 
may  not  weigh  more  than  their  average 


gross  weight  plus  the  following  toler- 
ances: 

(a)  1  pound  packages,  22.5  percent. 

(b)  over  1  pound  and  including'  2 
pound  packages,  15  percent. 

(c)  over  2  pound  packsiges,  10  percent 
(iii)  Containers  weighing  25  pounds  or 

more  may  not  exceed  an  average  of  10 
percent  of  the  net  weight  of  contents. 

•  •  •  *  » 
(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7 
tr.S.C.  601  et  seq.) 

Dated:  January  26,  1965,  to  become 
effective  January  29,  1965. 

F.  L.  Southerland, 
Acting  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

(FJl.  Doc.  65-928;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:50  a.m.] 


[980.103,  Arndt.  1] 

PART  980— VEGETABLES;  IMPORT 
REGULATIONS 

Onion  Import  Regulation 

(a)  Findings.  Notice  of  rule  making 
regarding  a  proposed  amendment  to 
§  980.103,  Onion  import  regulation  (29 
FJEl.  12672),  was  published  in  the 
December  31,  1964,  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  (29  FJ%.  19260).  This  regula¬ 
tion  is  effective  under  section  8e-l  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.). 

The  notice  proposed  a  determination 
that  imports  of  onions  into  the  United 
States  during  the  early  spring  marketing 
season,  from  March  1  through  June  15, 
1965,  will  be  in  most  direct  competition 
with  the  marketing  of  onions  produced 
in  the  South  Texas  production  area,  and 
that  import  regulations  during  such 
period  would  be  based  on  regulations  in 
effect  for  South  Texas  onions  under 
Marketing  Order  No.  959,  as  amended 
(7  CFR  Part  959), 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  file  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  in  regard  to  the  propos^  amend¬ 
ment  not  later  than  20  days  after  publi¬ 
cation.  Within  the  period  specified  an 
exception  was  filed  questioning  March  1 
as  U:.e  most  appropriate  date  on  which 
imports  of  yellow  onions  would  be  in 
most  direct  competition  with  shipments 
of  similar  onions  from  the  South  Texas 
prcxluction  area. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters  presented,  including  the  pro¬ 
posal  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid  notice, 
the  views  submitted,  and  other  avail¬ 
able  information,  it  is  hereby  found  that 
the  proposal  as  published  in  the  notice 
should  be  issued  and  that  such  restric¬ 
tions  on  the  importation  of  onions,  as 
hereinafter  provided,  comply  with  the 
grade,  size,  and  quality  requirements  ap¬ 
plicable  to  onions  produced  in  the  Unit^ 
States,  and  effective  imder  Marketing 
Order  No.  959,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
959),  regulating  the  handling  of  onions 
grown  in  designated  counties  of  South 
Texas.  This  regulation  is  subject  to 
further  amendment  as  domestic  regula¬ 
tions  are  changed. 


Thursday,  January  28,  1965 

(b)  Order,  as  amended.  In  §  980.103 
Onion  import  regulation  (29  PJl.  12672) , 
delete  the  introductory  paragraph  and 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (h)  and  substitute 
in  lieu  thereof  a  new  introductory  para¬ 
graph  and  new  paragraphs  (a)  and  (h) 
as  set  forth  below.  Paragraph  (b)  is 
republished  for  information. 

§  980.103  Onion  import  regulation. 

Except  as  otherwise  provided,  during 
the  peri(^  beginning  March  1,  1965,  and 
continuing  through  June  15, 1965,  no  per¬ 
son  may  import  dry  onions,  except  red 
onions,  unless  such  onions  are  inspected 
and  meet  the  requirements  of  this  sec¬ 
tion. 

(a)  Minimum  grade  and  size  require¬ 
ments — ( 1 )  Grade.  Not  to  exceed  20  per¬ 
cent  defects  of  U.S.  No.  1  grade.  In  per¬ 
centage  grade  lots,  tolerances  for  serious 
damage  shall  not  exceed  10  percent  in¬ 
cluding  not  more  than  2  percent  decay. 
Double  the  lot  tolerance  shall  be  per¬ 
mitted  in  individual  packages  in  per¬ 
centage  grade  lots.  Application  of  tol¬ 
erances  in  U.S.  Grade  Standards  shall 
apply  to  in-grade  lots. 

(2)  Size.  White  onions — 1  inch  mini¬ 
mum  diameter;  all  other  (except  red) 
varieties — 1%  inches  minimum  diameter. 

(b)  Condition.  Due  consideration 
shall  be  given  to  the  time  required  for 
transportation  and  entry  of  onions  into 
the  United  States.  Onions  with  transit 
time  from  country  of  origin  to  entry  into 
the  United  States  of  ten  or  more  days 
may  be  entered  if  they  meet  an  average 
tolerance  for  decay  of  not  more  than  5 
percent,  provided  they  also  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  section. 

*  *  «  *  « 

(h)  Definitions.  For  the  purpose  of 
this  section,  “Onions”  means  all  varieties 
of  Allium  cepa  marketed  dry,  except  de¬ 
hydrated,  canned  and  frozen  onions, 
onion  sets,  green  onions,  and  pickling 
onions.  Onions  commonly  referred  to  as 
“braided,”  that  is,  with  tops,  may  be 
imported  if  they  meet  the  grade  and  size 
requirements  except  for  top  length.  The 
term  “U.S.  No.  1”  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  as  set  forth  in  the  United  States 
Standards  for  Bermuda-Granex-Grano 
Type  Onions  (§§51.3195-51.3209  of  this 
title),  or  in  the  United  States  Stand¬ 
ards  for  Grades  of  Onions  (§§  51.2830- 
51.2850  of  this  title) .  whichever  is  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  particular  variety.  Toler¬ 
ances  for  size  shall  be  those  in  the  United 
States  Standards.  Onions  meeting  the 
requirements  of  Canada  No.  1  grade  shall 
be  deemed  to  comply  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  U.S.  No.  1  grade.  “Importa¬ 
tion”  means  release  from  custody  of  the 
United  States  Bureau  of  Chistoms. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601  et  seq.) 

Dated;  January  25,  1965,  to  become 
effective  March  1,  1965. 

F.  L.  Southerland, 
Acting  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege¬ 
table  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-bl2;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:49  ajn.j 

-2 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

Title  14-AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

[Docket  No.  6448;  Arndt.  39-26] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Beech  Models  AT-11,  C18S,  D18S, 
E18S,  and  C-45  Series  Aircraft 

There  have  been  instances  of  above 
normal  control  column  forces  and  slug¬ 
gish  airplane  response  on  Beech  Models 
AT-11,  C18S,  D18S,  E18S,  and  C-45  Se¬ 
ries  aircraft.  In  most  cases,  the  airplanes 
involved  had  been  exposed  to  rain  prior 
to  takeoff  or  had  taken  off  in  rain,  with 
freezing  weather  conditions  prevailing. 
This  can  result  in  ice  formation  in  the 
elevator  seal  strip  hinges.  To  correct  this 
condition,  an  airworthiness  directive  is 
being  issued  to  require  lubrication  of  the 
top  and  bottom  sides  of  the  top  and 
bottom  seal  strip  hinges. 

As  a  situation  exists  which  demands 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  6489) , 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  (14  CFR  Part  39),  is 
hereby  amended  by  adding  the  follow¬ 
ing  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Beech.  Applies  to  Models  AT-11,  C18S,  D18S, 
E18S,  and  C-45  Series  airplanes  which 
have  been  modified  in  accordance  with 
one  or  more  of  Airline  Training,  Inc. 
Supplemental  Type  Certificates  No.  SA4- 
113,  SA4-119,  SA4-128,  SA2-280,  SA2-383, 
SA2-623,  SA2-820,  SA2-1016  and  SA2- 
1246. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

Freezing  of  moisture  in  the  continuous 
(piano)  hinges  which  attach  the  stablllzer- 
to-elevator  gap  seal  strips  causes  the  spring 
loaded  strips  to  stick  in  a  defiected  position. 
The  defiected  strips  act  as  aerodynamic 
spoilers  which  cause  serious  longitudinal 
control  difficulties.  In  order  to  preclude  this 
condition,  accomplish  the  following: 

Within  25  hours’  time  in  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD,  and  thereafter  at 
intervals  not  exceding  50  hours’  time  in  serv¬ 
ice,  or  60  days,  whichever  occurs  first,  ac¬ 
complish  the  following  or  equivalent  ap¬ 
proved  by  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  FAA  Southern  Region. 

(a)  Mix  MIL-G-26760  or  MID-O-7118 
grease,  with  methyl  ethyl  ketone  or  aliphatic 
naptha  (Varsoi),  or  equivalent  approved  by 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
FAA  Southern  Region,  to  a  consistency  suit¬ 
able  for  application  with  a  squirt-type  oil 
can,  and  apply  a  good  coverage  of  the  mixture 
to  the  top  and  bottom  sides  of  both  upper 
and  lower  stabilizer-to-elevator  gap  seal  strip 
piano-type  binges. 

(b)  While  the  mixture  is  being  applied, 
deflect  the  seal  strips  several  times  to  assure 
maximvun  penetration  of  the  fluid  into  the 
hinge  pin  and  hinge  mating  areas. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
February  8, 1965. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603;  72  Stat.  752,  775,  776; 
49  U.S.C.  1354(a) ,  1421, 1423) 
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Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  22, 1965. 

C.  W.  Walker, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-851;  Piled,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:45  am.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-CE^-136] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone,  Desig¬ 
nation  of  Transition  Area 

On  November  17,  1964,  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (29  F.R.  15376) 
stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
proposed  to  alter  the  controlled  airspace 
in.  the  Peru,  Ind.,  terminal  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  Due  consideration  was  given  to 
all  relevant  matter  presented.  The  Air 
Transport  Association  offered  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  the  airspace  designation  as  pro¬ 
posed.  Numerous  objections  were  re¬ 
ceived  from  residents  of  Wabash.  Ind., 
to  the  proposed  1,200  foot  transition 
area.  These  objections  were  founded  on 
the  premise  that  the  action  proposed 
would  restrict  flight  to  and  from  the 
Wabash  Airport.  These  objections  indi¬ 
cate  an  apparent  misunderstanding  of 
the  effect  of  the  airspace  action  proposed. 
The  Wabash  Airport  presently  lies  within 
the  airspace  designated  as  the  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind.,  control  area  extension 
which  has  a  floor  700  feet  above  the  sur¬ 
face.  In  keeping  with  the  intent  of  Civil 
Air  Regulations  Amendments  60-21/60- 
29  to  release  airspace  not  required  for 
IFR  use,  the  action  proposed  will  result 
in  the  floor  of  the  controlled  airspace  in 
the  Wabash,  Ind.,  area  being  raised  to 
1,200  feet  above  the  surface.  The  effect 
of  the  action  upon  VFR  flight  to  and 
from  the  Wabash  Airport  will  be  less 
restrictive. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t..  May  27, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  In  §  71.171  (29  F.R.  17581) ,  the  Peru, 
Ind.,  control  zone  is  amended  to  read: 

Peru,  Ind. 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  Bunker  Hill 
AFB,  Peru,  Ind.  (latitude  40*39'38''  N., 
longitude  86*08'31''  W.);  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Bunker  Hill  AFB  VOR  042° 
and  231*  radials  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  zone  to  8  miles  NE  and  SW  of  the 
VOR;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Bunker 
HUl  AFB  TACAN  053’  and  220*  radials  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mUe  radius  zone  to  8 
miles  NE  and  SW  of  the  TACAN;  within  a 
Srmlle  radius  of  Kokomo,  Ind.,  Municipal 
Airport  (latitude  40*31'43''  N.,  longitude 
86*03'33''  W.);  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  Kokomo  VOR  040*  and  131*  radials  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  8 
miles  NE  and  SE  of  the  VOR;  and  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  135*  bearing  from 
the  Kokomo  RBN  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  zone  to  8  miles  SE  of  the  RBN. 
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2.  In  I  71.181  (29  P.R.  17643) .  the  fol¬ 
lowing  is  added: 

Pekxt,  Ind. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  15-mile 
radius  of  Bunker  Hill  AFB,  Peru.  Ind.;  within 
8  miles  SE  of  the  Kokomo,  Ind.,  VOR  040* 
radial  extending  from  the  VOR  to  12  miles 
NE  of  the  VOR;  within  5  miles  SW  and  8 
miles  NE  of  the  Kokomo  VOR  131*  radial 
extending  from  the  VOR  to  12  miles  SE  of  the 
VOR,  excluding  that  airspace  within  a  12- 
mile  radius  of  the  Marlon  Municipal  Airport, 
Marlon,  Ind.;  and  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface 
within  the  area  bounded  by  a  line  beginning 
at  latitude  40*07’00''  N.,  longitude  86*00'00” 
W.;  to  latitude  40*07'00”  N.,  longitude 
86°33'00''  W.;  to  latitude  41*00'00''  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  86*33'00"  W.;  to  latitude  41*00'00''  N., 
longitude  85°50'00’'  W.;  to  latitude  40*30'00'' 
N.,  longitude  85*50'00''  W.;  thence  to  point 
of  beginning,  excluding  the  airspace  within 
a  12  mile  radius  of  the  Marion  Municipal 
Airport,  Marion,  Ind. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  18, 1965. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Acting  Director. 

Central  Region. 

IF.R.  Doc.  65-852;  PUed.  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-WE-ll 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FED¬ 
ERAL  AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIR¬ 
SPACE,  AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
§  71.171  and  §  71.181  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  is  to  alter  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  Visalia,  Calif.,  control  zone 
and  transition  area. 

The  Visalia  control  zone  and  transition 
area  were  designated,  in  part,  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  Visalia  VOR  121°  and  301° 
radials.  Precise  cartographic  measure¬ 
ments,  attendant  to  the  publication  of 
aeronautical  charts,  have  revealed  that 
the  Visalia  VOR  121°  and  301°  radials 
were  incorrect  and  should  have  been  the 
123°  and  303°  radials.  Accordingly,  ac¬ 
tion  is  taken  herein  to  reflect  the  correct 
radials  extending  from  the  VOR. 

Since  these  amendments  are  minor  in 
nature  and  impose  no  additional  burden 
on  any  person,  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  unnecessary  and  they 
may  be  made  effective  immediately. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  immediately,  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth. 

1.  Section  71.171  (29  F.R.  14168)  is 
amended  as  follows: 

In  the  Visalia,  Calif.,  control  zone 
“Visalia  VOR  121°  radial"  is  deleted  and 
“Visalia  VOR  123°  radial”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

2.  Section  71.181  (29  F.R.  14168)  is 
amended  as  follows: 

In  the  Visalia,  Calif.,  transition  area 
“Visalia  VOR  121°  and  301*  radials"  is 


deleted  and  “Visalia  VOR  123”  and  303° 
radials"  is  substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  tbe  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended;  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C. 
1348) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  20,  1965. 

William  R.  Kriecer, 
Acting  Director. 

1F.R.  Doc.  65-853;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.) 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-SW-531 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpiose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  revoke  a  portion  of  the  Mid¬ 
land,  Tex.,  transition  area. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  de¬ 
termined  that  the  portion  of  the  Mid¬ 
land,  Tex.,  transition  area  extending 
upward  from  10,000  feet  MSL  is  no  longer 
required  for  air  traffic  control  procedures 
and  action  is  taken  herein  to  effect  its 
revocation. 

Since  this  amendment  imposes  no  ad¬ 
ditional  burden  on  any  person,  notice 
and  public  procedure  hereon  are  unnec¬ 
essary  and  the  amendment  may  be  made 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  upon  puUication  in 
the  Federal  Register,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

In  §71.181  (29  F.R.  17682),  the  Mid¬ 
land,  Tex.,  transition  area  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

Midland,  txx. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8-mlle  radius 
of  Midland  Air  Terminal  (latitude  31*56’25'' 
N.,  longitude  102*12’10''  W.),  excluding  the 
portion  within  a  1.5-mlle  radius  of  the  Mid¬ 
land  Airpark  (latitude  32*02'00''  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  102’05'55''  W.) ;  within  2  mUes  each  side 
of  the  Midland  VOR  Oil*  radial,  extending 
from  the  8-mUe  radius  area  to  8  mUes  N  of 
the  VOR;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Mid¬ 
land  ILS  localizer  SB  course,  extending  from 
the  8-mlle  radius  area  to  the  INT  of  the  Mid¬ 
land  VOR  128*  and  the  Big  Spring,  Tex.,  VOR 
212°  radials;  that  airspace  extending  upward 
from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by 
a  line  beginning  at  latitude  31*40'00''  N., 
longitude  101°52'30’'  W.;  thence  clockwise 
along  the  arc  of  a  30-mile  radius  circle  cen¬ 
tered  on  the  Midland  VOR;  to  latitude  31*- 
37'00''  N.,  longitude  102°25'00"  W.;  to  lati¬ 
tude  31*40'00''  N.,  longitude  102*39 ’30”  W.; 
to  latitude  31*33'00”  N.,  longitude  102*53’00” 
W.;  to  latitude  31*34'20”  N.,  longitude  103*- 
03'45”  W.;  to  latitude  82°04'50”  N.,  longitude 
102*58’00”  w.;  to  UUtude  32°06'45”  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  103°07'50”  W.;  to  latitude  82*15'35”  N., 
longitude  103°07'00”  W.;  to  latitude  32*13'- 
40”  N.,  longitude  102*56'30”  W.;  to  latitude 
32*19'35”  N.,  longitude  102*55'10”  W.;  to 
latitude  32*36’30”  N.,  longitude  102*07'20” 
W.;  to  latitude  31*55'00”  N.,  longitude  101*- 
29'40”  W.;  to  latitude  31*37'25”  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  101*35'15”  W.;  to  latitude  31*86'35”  N., 
longitude  101*47'20”  W.;  to  point  of  begin¬ 
ning. 


(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  Januarv 
18, 1965. 

D.  E.  McHam, 
Acting  Director, 
Southwest  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-854;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.j 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-WE-41 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Revocation  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
§  71.181  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  revoke  the  Tuba  City,  Ariz., 
transition  area. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  de¬ 
termined  that  the  Tuba  City  transition 
area  is  no  longer  required  for  air  trafBc 
control  purixises  and,  therefore,  is  no 
longer  justified  as  an  assignment  of  con¬ 
trolled  airspace.  Action  is  taken  herein 
to  revoke  the  Tuba  City  transition  area. 

Since  this  amendment  is  minor  in  na¬ 
ture  and  imposes  no  additional  burden 
on  any  person,  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  unnecessary  and  the 
amendment  may  be  made  effective  im¬ 
mediately. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  sunended,  effective  immediately,  as 
hereinafter  set  forth : 

Section  71.181  (29  F.R.  17643)  is 
amended  by  revoking  the  following  tran¬ 
sition  area: 

Tuba  City,  Ariz. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended;  49  UR.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  20, 1965. 

William  R.  Krieger, 
Acting  Director, 
Western  Region. 

[FJl.  Doc.  65-855;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1966; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-WE-lO] 

part  71— designation  of  federal 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Revocation  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
I  71.181  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  revoke  the  Crazy  Woman, 
Wyo.,  transition  area. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  de¬ 
termined  that  the  Crazy  Woman  transi¬ 
tion  area  is  no  longer  required  for  air 
traffic  control  purposes  and  therefore  is 
no  longer  justifled  as  an  assignment  of 
controlled  airspace.  Action  is  taken 
herein  to  revoke  the  Crazy  Woman  tran¬ 
sition  area. 

Since  the  change  effected  by  this 
amendment  is  less  restrictive  in  nature 
than  the  present  requirements  and  im- 
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poses  no  additional  burden  on  any  per¬ 
son  notice  and  public  procedure  hereon 
are  unnecessary,  and  the  amendment 
may  be  made  effective  immediately. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  immediately,  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth: 

Section  71.181  (29  F.R.  17643)  Is 
amended  by  revoking  the  following  tran¬ 
sition  area: 

Crasy  Woman,  Wyo. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended;  49  U£.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  20,  1965. 

William  R.  Krixger, 
Acting  Director, 
Western  Region. 

(FJl.  Doc.  65-866;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:45  ajn.] 


[Reg.  Docket  No.  6248;  Arndt.  133-1] 

PART  133— ROTORCRAFT  EXTERNAL¬ 
LOAD  OPERATIONS 

Carriage  of  Persons  Other  Than 
Crewmembers 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  133  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  permit  the  carriage  of  persons 
necessary  for  the  overall  work  of  a  Class 
A  or  Class  B  external-load  operation,  but 
not  necessarily  performing  an  essential 
function  in  the  actual  operation.  This 
amendment  also  permits  the  carriage  of 
crewmember  trainees  on  rotorcraft  ex¬ 
ternal-load  operations. 

Section  133.45(a)  provides  that,  “No 
person  who  is  not  a  flight  crewmember 
may  be  carried  imless  he  performs  an  es¬ 
sential  function  in  connection  with  the 
external-load  operation.”  Under  this 
section  the  carriage  of  persons  who  are 
not  essential  to  the  actual  external-load 
operation  and  whose  presence  Is  not  nec¬ 
essary  during  the  operation  Is  prohibited. 
Therefore,  for  example,  a  fire  fighter 
could  not  be  carried  along  with  fire  fight¬ 
ing  equipment  on  an  external-load  oper¬ 
ation.  The  reason  for  this  limitation  is 
that  the  aircraft  Involved  need  not  be 
shown  to  comply  with  standard  airworth¬ 
iness  requirements.  However,  Agency  re¬ 
view  of  external-load  operations  has 
shown  that  the  passenger  carrying  limi¬ 
tation  should  be  relaxed  due  to  the  num¬ 
ber  of  detailed  airworthiness  require¬ 
ments  contained  in  Part  133,  and  due  to 
the  excellent  safety  record  shown  In  ro¬ 
torcraft  external-load  operations.  There 
is  no  reason  to  believe  that  this  safety 
record  will  not  be  maintained  in  the 
future. 

However,  the  Agency  Is  not  relaxing 
the  rule  with  regard  to  the  carriage  of 
persons  essential  to  the  overall  perform¬ 
ance  of  a  Clsms  C  (towing)  operation 
since  relatively  little  service  experience 
has  been  gained  with  the  level  of  safety 
of  Class  C  operations. 

This  amendment  is  primarily  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  an  October  8, 1964,  peUtion  for 
rule  making  submitted  by  the  Helicopter 
Association  of  America.  However, 
Agency  review  of  the  petition  shows  that 
S  133.45(a)  should  be  relaxed  not  only 


with  regard  to  persons  necessary  for 
the  overall  performance  of  a  Class  A 
or  Class  B  operation,  but  also  with  regard 
to  crewmember  trainees  carried  during 
the  operation. 

For  the  above  reasons,  and  since  the 
amendment  is  generally  clarifying  in  na¬ 
ture,  I  find  that  notice  on  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  unnecessary,  and  that  the 
amendment  may  be  made  effective  less 
than  30  days  after  publication. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 

§  133.45(a)  of  Part  133  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  Is  amended,  effec¬ 
tive  January  28, 1965,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  133.45  Operating  limitations. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(a)  No  person  may  be  carried  unless — 

(1)  He  is  a  flight  crewmember; 

(2)  He  is  a  fiight  crewmember  trainee; 
or 

(3)  He  perform  an  essential  function 
in  connection  with  the  external-load 
operation. 

However,  in  the  case  of  a  Class  A  or  Class 
B  rotorcraft  external-load  operation, 
persons  may  be  carried  who  are  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  accomplishment  of  the  work 
activity  directly  associated  with  that 
operation. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Secs.  307,  313(a),  601,  and  607  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1068;  49  U.S.C.  1348,  1354 
(a),  1421,  and  1427) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan-* 
uary  22,  1965. 

N.  E.  Halaby, 
Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-858;  FUed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:45  ajn.] 


Title  13— BUSINESS  CREDIT 
AND  ASSISTANCE 

Chapter  I — Small  Business 
Administration 

[Arndt.  2] 

PART  124— PROCUREMENT  AND 
TECHNICAL  ASSISTANCE 

Issuance 

In  Part  124,  §  124.8-16  (23  F.R.  10525), 
as  amended  (29  FJt.  9561),  is  further 
amended  by  revising  paragraph  (b) 
thereof  to  read  as  follows: 

§  124.8—16  Issuance. 

*  «  •  •  • 

(b)  Upon  receipt  of  this  notification, 
the  SBA  Regional  OfiQce  notifies  the  con¬ 
tractor  and  furnishes  him  SBA  Form  74. 
This  form  is  an  application  for  a  Certifi¬ 
cate  of  Competency.  The  'contractor 
may  file  Form  74  witii  the  SBA  Regional 
Office  for  the  geographic  area  within 
which  he  is  located.  The  Regional 
Office,  upon  timely  receipt  of  Form  74 
properly  completed,  causes  a  survey  to  be 
made  of  the  contractor’s  financial  capac¬ 
ity  and  productive  facilities.  Based  on 
this  and  the  information  obtained  by  the 
Regional  Office  from  Government  pro¬ 
curement  agencies  and  other  sources,  the 
Regional  Director  may  either  issue  or 


deny  the  Certificate  if  the  proposed  con¬ 
tract  Is  not  In  excess  of  $100,000.  If  the 
proposed  contract  is  in  excess  of  $100,000, 
the  Regional  Director  although  author¬ 
ized  to  deny  the  Certificate  unless  ap¬ 
plication  for  an  SBA  loan  is  being  filed, 
which  loan  must  be  approved  in  the 
Washington  Office,  may  only  recommend 
to  the  Deputy  Administrator  for  Pro¬ 
curement  Assistance  that  a  Certificate  be 
issued.  Whenever  an  application  for  a 
Certificate  is  denied  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector  will  so  notify  the  applicant  and  the 
contracting  officer.  The  notification  to 
the  unsuccessful  applicant  will  state  the 
reasons  for  the  denial  and  Inform  the 
applicant  that  it  may  request  a  meeting 
with  appropriate  SBA  Regional  person¬ 
nel  to  discuss  the  reasons  for  the  denial 
Upon  receipt  of  a  request  for  such  meet¬ 
ing,  the  appropriate  Regional  personnel 
will  confer  with  the  applicant  and  ex¬ 
plain  fully  the  reasons  for  SBA’s  action. 
However,  such  conference  will  be  for  the 
sole  purpose  of  enabling  the  applicant 
to  Improve  or  correct  Its  capacity  or 
credit  and  will  not  constitute  a  basis  for 
reopening  the  case  in  which  the  Certifi¬ 
cate  was  denied. 

•  •  •  •  * 
Dated:  January  21, 1965. 

Extgene  P.  Foley, 
Administrator. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-850;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1935; 

8:45  am.] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I— Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 
SUBCHAPTER  B— FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  C — Food  Additives  Permitted 
in  Feed  and  Drinking  Water  of  An¬ 
imals  or  for' the  Treatment  of  Food- 
Producing  Animals 

Nihydrazone 

No  ccmiments  were  received  In  response 
to  the  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  November  19,  1964  (29  FJl. 
15538),  in  which  the  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs  proposed  that  the  food 
additive  regulation  prescribing  the  con¬ 
ditions  of  safe  use  of  nihydrazone  in 
chicken  feed  (21  CFR  121.237)  be 
amended  by  adding  a  new  indication  for 
use  “to  reduce  the  number  of  lesions”  in 
the  presence  of  chronic  respiratory  dis¬ 
ease  in  chickens.  Therefore,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Food. 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409(d),  72 
Stat.  1787;  21  U.S.C.  348(d))  and  under 
the  authority  delegated  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  by  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare  (21  CFR  2.90) ,  the 
amendment  Is  adopted  as  proposed.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  §  121.237(b)  is  amended  by 
changing  item  2  in  the  table  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  121.237  Nlhydraaone. 

•  •  «  •  • 

(b)  *  •  • 
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Nihtdbazone  im  OOMrLEn  Chicken  Feed 


Prindpsl  ingTedtant 

OramB 

pwton 

Umltstioiu 

Indicstions  (or  nse 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

100 

0  0  0 

•  •  • 

•  •  • 

In  the  presence  of  chronic  respiratory  disease 
(air  sac  infections):  to  reduce  mortality  and 
severity  of  infection,  to  reduce  the  number 
of  lesions,  and  to  assist  in  maintaining  weight 
gains  and  feed  efficiency. 

0  0  0 

•  0 

0  0  0 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk.  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW.. 
Washington,  D.C„  20201,  written  objec¬ 
tions  thereto,  preferably  in  quintuplicate. 
Objections  shall  show  wherein  the  person 
filing  will  be  adversely  affected  by  the  or¬ 
der  and  specify  with  particularity  the 
provisions  of  the  order  deemed  objection¬ 
able  and  the  grounds  for  the  objections. 
If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the  objections 
must  state  the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A 
hearing  will  be  granted  if  the  objections 
are  supported  by  grounds  legally  suffi¬ 
cient  to  justify  the  relief  sought.  Ob¬ 
jections  may  be  accompanied  by  a  memo¬ 
randum  or  brief  in  support  thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  409(d).  72  Stat.  1787;  21  U.S.C.  348(d) ) 
Dated:  January  19. 1965. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

(P.R.  Doc.  65-907;  Piled.  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 


PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  F — Food  Additives  Resulting 
From  Contact  With  Containers  or 
Equipment  and  Food  Additives 
Otherwise  Affecting  Food 

Cellophane 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  data  in  a  petition 
(FAP  4B1420)  filed  by  General  Mills, 
Inc.,  South  Kensington  Road,  Kankakee, 
m.,  60901,  and  other  relevant  material, 
has  concluded  that  the  food  additive 
regulations  (21  CFR  121.2507)  should 
be  amended  to  provide  for  the  use  of 
certain  polyamide  resins  in  the  formula¬ 
tion  of  cellophane.  Therefore,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409(c)(1), 
72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(c)(1)),  and 
under  the  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  by  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  (21  CFR  2.90), 
§  121.2507(c)  is  amended  by  inserting 
alphabetically  the  following  new  item: 

§  121.2507  Cellophane. 

«  «  *  K  «  • 

(c)  List  of  substances: 


•  •  •  •  •  • 

Polyamide  resins  derived  from  dimerized  Por  use  only  in  cellophane  coatings  that  con- 
vegetable  oil  acids  (containing  not  more  tact  food  at  temperatures  not  to  exceed 
than  20  percent  of  monmner  acids)  and  room  temperature, 
ethylenediamlne  as  the  basic  resin. 


Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare.  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C..  20201,  written  objec¬ 
tions  thereto,  preferably  in  quintuplicate. 
Objections  shall  show  wherein  the  person 
filing  will  be  adversely  affected  by  the 
order  and  specify  with  particularity  the 
provisions  of  the  order  deemed  objec¬ 
tionable  and  the  grounds  for  the  ob¬ 
jections.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the 
objections  must  state  the  issues  for  the 
hearing.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  if 
the  objections  are  supported  by  grounds 
legally  sufficient  to  justify  the  relief 
sought.  Objections  may  be  accompanied 
by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in  support 
thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 


(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c)(1)) 

Dated:  January  18,  1965. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

IP.R.  Doc.  65-906;  PUed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


Title  33— NAVIGATION  AND 
NAVIGABLE  WATERS 

Chapter  II— Corps  of  Engineers, 
Department  of  the  Army 

PART  204 — DANGER  ZONE 
REGULATIONS 

Tampa  Bay,  Fla. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  7 
of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of  August  8, 
1917  (40  Stat.  266;  33  U.S.C.  1).  §  204.100 
governing  a  small  arms  firing  range  in 


Tampa  Bay.  Florida,  is  hereby 
revising  the  heading  and  redesignating 
the  boundaries  of  the  area,  changing 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  (3) .  effective  3C 
days  after  publication  in  the  Fedikal 
Register,  as  follows: 

§  204.100  Tampa  Bay  south  of  MacDiU 
Air  Force  Base,  Fla.;  small-armt 
firing  range  and  aircraft  jettison, 
United  States  Air  Force,  MacDill  Air 
Force  Base. 

(a)  The  danger  zone.  Shoreward  oi 
a  line  beginning  at  latitude  27°49'27.38", 
longitude  82°29'35.83";  thence  to  lati¬ 
tude  27°49'20.14",  longitude  82°29'- 
42.78";  thence  to  latitude  27°48'44.82", 
longitude  82°31'10.0";  thence  to  latitude 
27°49'09.35",  longitude  82°32'24.58": 
thence  to  latitude  27°49'38.62",  longitude 
82°33'02.44";  and  thence  to  a  point  on 
the  shore  line  of  MacDill  Air  Force  Base 
at  latitude  27°50'28.57",  longitude  82°- 
32' 15.0".  The  area  will  be  marked  by 
suitable  boundary  signs  or  buoys. 

(b)  The  regulations.  •  •  • 

(3)  The  regulations  in  the  section 
shall  be  enforced  by  the  proper  Air  Force 
Authority  at  MacDill  Air  Force  Base. 

(Regs..  Jan.  14,  1965,  1507-32  (Tampa  Bay, 
Pla.)— ENCJCW-ONJ  (Sec.  7,  40  Stat.  266;  88 
U.S.C.  1) 

J.  C.  Lambert, 
Major  General,  U.S.  Army, 
The  Adjutant  General. 

(P.R.  Doc.  65-871;  Piled,  Jan.  27,  1966; 

8:46  am.] 


Title  38— PENSIONS,  BONDSES, 
AND  VHERANS’  RELIEF 

Chapter  I — ^Veterans  Administration 

PART  21— VOCATIONAL  REHABILI¬ 
TATION  AND  EDUCATION 

Subpart  A — Education  and  Training 
of  World  War  II  Veterans  and  Vo¬ 
cational  Rehabilitation  Under  38 
U.S.C.  Ch.  31 

Effective  Dates 

1.  In  121.103(b),  subparagraphs  (1), 
(2) ,  and  (3)  are  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  21.103  Effective  date  of  change  or 
discontinuance  of  subsistence  allow¬ 
ance. 

(See  in  addition  §  21.107  (f),  (h),  and 
(i).) 


(b)  •  *  • 

(1)  In  the  event  of  death  of  the  vet¬ 
eran  while  in  school  attendance  or  in 
an  authorized  leave  status,  the  date  of 
death. 

(2)  In  the  event  of  disapproval  of  a 
course  and/or  a  school  or  training  es¬ 
tablishment  by  the  State  approving 
agency  or  by  the  Administrator,  as  of  the 
effective  date  of  disapproval,  or  as  of  the 
date  determined  by  the  station  head  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  §  21.418(d),  which¬ 
ever  is  later. 
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(3)  In  the  event  a  course  of  on-the- 
job  training  or  institutional  on-farm 
tfgining  fails  to  continue  to  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  paragraph  11  (b)  and  (c) , 
part  VIII,  Veterans  Regulation  1(a),  as 
amended  (continued  by  sec.  12(a),  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  85-857) ,  as  of  the  effective  date 
of  such  finding  by  the  State  approving 
agency,  or  by  the  station  head,  which¬ 
ever  is  earlier.  In  the  event  a  course 
in  a  profit  school  f  aUs  to  meet  the  criteria 
of  paragraph  11(e) ,  part  vm,  as  of  the 
effective  date  of  such  finding  by  the  State 
approving  agency. 

•  •  •  •  • 

2.  In  §  21.130(d),  subparagraph  (9) 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§21.130  Effective  dates. 

•  «  •  •  « 

(d)  •  •  • 

(9)  In  the  event  of  death  of  veteran 
while  in  school  attendance  or  in  an  au¬ 
thorized  leave  status,  the  date  of  death. 
•  *  •  •  • 

(72  Stet.  1114;  38  U£.C.  210) 

These  VA  Regulations  are  effective  the 
date  of  approval. 

Approved;  January  22, 1965. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator. 

[szAL]  A.  H.  Monk, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator. 

[FJB.  Doc.  65-890;  FUed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:47  ajn.j 


Title  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  II — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 

APPENDIX— PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 
[Public  Land  Order  3528] 

[Oregon  014931] 

OREGON 

Powersite  Restoration  No.  61 9;  Power- 
site  Cancellation  No.  209  Partly  Re¬ 
voking  Certain  Powersite  With¬ 
drawals 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  In 
the  President  by  section  1  of  the  Act 
of  June  25,  1910  (36  Stat.  847;  43  U.S.C. 
141),  and  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
No.  10355  of  May  26, 1952  (17  F.R.  4831) , 
and  by  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
hi  the  Act  of  March  3, 1879  (20  Stat.  394; 
43  U.S.C.  31),  and  in  section  24  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  of  June  10,  1920  (41 
Stat.  1075;  16  U.S.C.  818),  as  amended, 
and  pursuant  to  the  determination  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  In  DA-514 
Oregon,  It  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  The  Executive  Orders  of  July  2, 
1910,  and  November  24,  1916,  creating 
Powersite  Reserves  Nos.  24,  145,  and  566, 
and  the  orders  of  the  Oeological  Survey 
dated  February  10,  1948,  and  July  25, 
1952,  establishing  Powersite  Classifica¬ 
tion  Nos.  378  and  426,  respectively,  are 


hereby  revoked  so  far  as  they  affect  the 
follov^g  described  lands: 

WnXAMRTB  IiCehidian 
T.  2  N.,  R.  18  E., 

Sec.  10.  SWV4NWV4SE>4  and  NE^^SE^^; 

Sec.  12,  NE'A  of  lot  12,  S>A  of  lot  13,  and 
lot  16. 

T.  3  N.,  R.  18  E., 

Sec.  20,  NEI^NE>^NEViNE>^,  SV^NEV4MEi4 
NEV4  and  SV^NE^NEi4; 

Sec.  28.  NW»4SW»A,  S^/2SW^^  and  SW>4 
SE>4; 

Sec.  30,NE>^NEl^; 

Sec.  32,NEV4NE>4; 

Sec.  33.  NE^SE)4; 

Sec.  34,  SWi^. 

T.  3  N.,  R.  22  E., 

Sec.  4,  SWV4NWV4  except  that  part  lying 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  30  (Interstate 
80-N); 

Sec.  6.  lot  5  except  that  part  lying  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  30  (Interstate  80-N) . 

T.  4  N.,  R.  25  E., 

Sec.  2,  lot  1.  Sl^NEl^,  NE>ASW]4  and  SEV4 
SW]4,  except  approximately  8  acres  in 
said  SE(4SW>^  liring  south  of  Union 
Pacific  Railroad  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  730; 

Sec.  8,  NEl^SE>/4; 

Sec.  11,NW»4SE>4. 

T.6N.,R.26E., 

Sec.  31.  lots  2,  3,  S%NEV4,  SBV4NW»4. 
NE]4SW>4  andNWV4SE»A. 

The  areas  described,  including  the  pub¬ 
lic  and  nonpublic  lands,  aggregate  ap¬ 
proximately  1,295  acres,  of  which  those 
described  In  sec.  33,  T.  3  N.,  R.  18  E., 
and  In  sec.  31,  T.  5  N.,  R.  26  E.,  are  the 
nonpublic  lands.  Some  of  the  public 
lands  have  previously  been  restored  sub¬ 
ject  to  section  24  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act.  The  effect  of  the  revocation  made 
by  this  order  as  to  these  lands,  therefore, 
is  to  relieve  them  of  the  restriction  of 
the  said  section  24. 

The  lands  are  located  along  the  John 
Day  and  Columbia  Rivers  in  the  north- 
central  part  of  Oregon,  in  Sherman, 
Gilliam,  and  Morrow  Counties. 

2.  At  10  a.m.  on  February  27, 1965,  the 
public  lands  shall  be  open  to  operation  of 
the  public  land  laws  generally,  subject 
to  valid  existing  rights,  the  provisions 
of  existing  withdrawals,  and  the  require¬ 
ments  of  applicable  law.  All  valid  appli¬ 
cations  received  at  or  prior  to  10  a.m.  on 
February  27,  1965,  shall  be  considered 
as  simiUtaneously  filed  at  that  time. 
Those  filed  thereafter  shall  be  consid¬ 
ered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

The  lands  have  been  open  to  applica¬ 
tions  and  offers  under  the  mineral  leas¬ 
ing  laws,  and  to  location  under  the 
United  States  mining  laws. 

The  State  of  Oregon  has  waived  the 
preference  rights  of  application  granted 
by  R.S.  2276,  as  amended  (43  UjS.C.  852) , 
and  by  section  24  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act  of  June  10,  1920  (41  Stat.  1075;  16 
U.S.C.  818) ,  as  amended. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  shoiQd 
be  addressed  to  the  Manager,  Land  Of¬ 
fice,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg. 

John  A.  Carves,  Jr., 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

January  22, 1965. 

[FR.  Doc.  65-873;  FUed,  Jan.  37,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 


Title  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  I — Interstate  Commerce' 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER  A — GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

PART  120— ANNUAL,  SPECIAL  OR 
PERIODICAL  REPORTS 

Electric  Railways  Annual  Report 
Form  G 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Division  2,  held  at  its 
ofSce  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  4th  day 
of  January  A.D.  1965. 

The  matter  of  annual  reports  from 
electric  railways  being  imder  further 
consideration,  and  the  changes  to  be 
effectuated  by  this  order  being  minor 
changes  in  the  data  to  be  furnished,  rule- 
making  procedures  under  section  4(a)  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act.  5 
U.S.C.  1003(a),  being  deemed  un¬ 
necessary: 

It  is  ordered.  That  §  120.21  of  the  order 
of  November  4,  1963,  in  the  matter  of 
Electric  Railway — Annual  Report  Form 
O,  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  modified  and 
amended,  with  respect  to  annual  reports 
for  the  year  ended  December  31, 1964  and 
subsequent  years,  to  read  as  shown  below. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  49  CFR 
120.21,  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  modified  and 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  120.21  Annual  reports  of  electric  rail¬ 
ways. 

Commencing  with  the  year  ended 
December  31,  1964,  and  for  subsequent 
years  thereafter,  until  further  order,  all 
electric  railway  companies  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  section  20,  Part  I,  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  are  required  to 
file  annual  reports  in  accordance  with 
Annual  Report  Form  G  (Electric  Rail¬ 
ways),  which  is  attached  hereto  and 
made  a  part  of  this  section.^  Such  re¬ 
port  shall  be  filed  in  duplicate  in  the 
Bureau  of  Transport  Economics  and  Sta¬ 
tistics,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20423,  on  or  before 
March  31  of  the  year  following  the  year 
to  which  it  relates. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy 
of  this  order  and  of  Annual  Report  Form 
O  shall  be  served  on  all  electric  railway 
companies  subject  to  its  provisions  and 
upon  every  trustee,  receiver,  executor, 
administrator  or  assignee  of  any  such 
company,  and  that  notice  of  this  order 
shall  be  given  to  the  general  public  by 
posting  a  copy  thereof  in  the  office  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C..  and  by  filing  it  with  the 
Director  of  the  Division  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

(Sec.  12,  24  Stat.  383,  as  amended,  sec.  201, 
54  Stat.  933;  49  UJS.C.  12.  904.  Interpret  or 
apply  sec.  20,  24  Stat.  386,  as  amended,  54 
Stat.  944;  49  UJS.C.  20,  913) 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal!  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  65-894;  filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:47  am.] 


1  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  A6ENCY 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CE-2] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  consid¬ 
ering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  alter 
controlled  airspace  in  the  Guymon,  Okla., 
terminal  area. 

The' Guymon  transition  area  is  pres¬ 
ently  designated  as  that  airspace  extend¬ 
ing  upward  from  1,200  feet  above  the 
surface  within  10  miles  E  and  7  miles  W 
of  the  360"  and  180"  bearings  from  the 
Guymon  Airport  (latitude  36"40'50"  N., 
longitude  101"30'15''  W.) ,  and  extending 
from  20  miles  N  to  9  miles  S  of  the  air¬ 
port,  excluding  the  airspsuse  within 
Federal  airways. 

To  implement  the  provisions  of 
Amendments  60-21  (26  FJl.  570)  and 
60-29  (27  F.R.  4012)  of  Part  60  of  the 
Civil  Air  Regulations,  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency  proposes  to  take  the  follow¬ 
ing  airspace  action: 

Redesignate  the  Guymon,  Okla.,  tran¬ 
sition  area  as  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  700  feet  above  the  surface 
within  an  8-mile  radius  of  the  Guymon 
Municipal  Airport  (latitude  36"40’45" 
N.,  longitude  101"30'30"  W.) ;  and  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  8  miles  E 
and  5  miles  W  of  the  359"  and  179"  bear¬ 
ings  from  the  Guymon  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  extending  from  the  airport  to  12 
miles  N  and  S  of  the  airport. 

The  controlled  sdrspace  to  be  provided 
by  the  proposed  transition  area  with  a 
700-foot  floor  is  required  to  provide  pro¬ 
tection  for  aircraft  executing  departures, 
missed  approach  and  arrival  procedures 
at  Guymon  when  the  aircraft  are  at  or 
above  1,200  feet  above  the  surface.  The 
proposed  transition  area  with  a  1,200- 
foot  floor  is  required  to  provide  protec¬ 
tion  for  aircraft  holding  and  executing 
procedure  turns  for  the  restricted  ap¬ 
proach  procedures  at  Guymon. 

The  fl(x>rs  of  the  airways  that  traverse 
the  transition  area  proposed  herein 
would  automatically  coincide  with  the 
floor  of  the  transition  area. 

Certain  minor  revisions  to  prescribed 
instrument  procedures  would  be  affected 
in  conjimction  with  the  actions  proposed 
herein;  but  (^rational  complexity  would 
not  be  increased  nor  would  aircraft  per¬ 
formance  or  present  landing  minimums 
be  adversely  affected. 

Speciflc  details  of  the  changes  to  pro¬ 
cedures  and  mlnimuni  instrument  flight 
rule  altitudes  that  wo^d  be  requir^  may 
be  examined  by  contacting  the  Chief, 
Airspace  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Central  Region,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
4825  Troost  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
64110. 


Intei'ested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Central  Region,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  4825 
Troost  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  64110. 
All  communications  received  within  45 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  Public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements 
for  informal  conferences  with  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  officials  may  be  made  by 
contacting  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion  Chief.  Any  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  presented  during  such  conferences 
must  also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  be¬ 
come  part  of  the  record  for  consider¬ 
ation.  The  proposal  contained  in  this 
notice  may  ^  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received. 

The  public  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  4825  Troost  Avenue, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  64110. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
2348) . 

Issued  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  18,  1965. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Acting  Director, 
Central  Region. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-859;  FUed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.) 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-EA-93] 

CONTROL  ZONES,  TRANSITION 
AREAS 

Proposed  Alteration,  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  §§  71.- 
171  and  71.181  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations,  which  would  alter  the  Mor¬ 
gantown,  W.  Va.  full-time  control  zone 
(29  ¥R.  1137),  alter  the  Clarksburg,  W. 
Va.  700-feet  transition  area  (29  FJl. 
1168),  designate  a  Clarksburg,  W.  Va. 
part-time  control  zone,  designate  a  700- 
foot  transition  area  over  the  Morgan¬ 
town  Municipal  Airport,  W.  Va.  and 
designate  a  1,200-foot  transition  area 
over  the  Morgantown  and  Clarksburg 
terminal  areas. 

The  controlled  airspace  in  the  Morgan¬ 
town  and  Clarksburg  terminal  areas  Is 
presently  comprised  of  the  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.  Control  Area  Extension  (29  F.R. 
1093)  as  amended  by  29  F.R.  10502  and 
13137;  the  Elkins,  W.  Va.  Control  Area 
Extension  (29  FJl.  1080) ;  the  Clarks¬ 
burg,  W.  Va.  Transition  Area  (29  F.R. 
1168)  which  is  a  700-foot  transition  area 
over  Benedum  Airport;  and  the  Morgan¬ 


town,  W.  Va.  control  zone  (29  FR.  1137) 
which  is  generally  described  as  within  a 
5 -mile  radius  of  Morgantown  Municipal 
Airport  including  extensions  within  2 
miles  either  side  of  the  Morgantown 
RBN  135"  and  315"  bearings  extending 
northwesterly  for  11  miles  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  zone. 

The  proposed  alteration  of  the  Morgan, 
town  control  zone  would  eliminate  the 
11 -mile  northwest  extension  in  favor  oi 
a  2 -mile  extension  and  designate  2  ex¬ 
tensions  based  on  the  Runway  18  ex¬ 
tended  centerline  to  the  south  and  the 
332"  radial  of  the  Morgantown  VOR  to 
the  southeast.  The  proposed  alteration 
of  the  Clarksburg  700-foot  transition 
area  will  release  a  considerable  amount 
of  controlled  airspace. 

The  proposed  designation  of  the 
Clarksburg  Control  Zone  would  provide 
protection  for  aircraft  executing  the  pre¬ 
scribed  instrument  approach  and  de¬ 
parture  procedures  at  Benedum  Airport. 
The  700-  and  1,200-foot  transition  areas 
would  provide  protection  for  aircraft  ex¬ 
ecuting  prescribed  holding,  arrival  and 
departure  procedures  in  the  Morgantown 
and  Clarksburg  terminal  areas. 

The  floors  of  airways  which  traverse 
the  transition  areas  proposed  herein 
would  coincide  with  the  floor  of  the 
transition  areas. 

Speciflc  details  of  the  changes  to 
minimum  instrument  flight  rule  altitudes 
that  would  be  required  may  be  examined 
by  contacting  the  Chief,  Airspace 
Branch,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  John  F.  Kennedy  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Jamaica,  N.Y. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Eastern  Re¬ 
gion,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  John  F.  Kennedy  International  Air¬ 
port,  Janmica,  N.Y.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  within  30  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  wdll  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
No  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time, 
but  arrangements  for  informal  confer¬ 
ences  with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  of¬ 
ficials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  Branch,  Eastern  Region. 

Any  data,  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Rules  Docket  Section, 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  A  d(x:ket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  Office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Counsel,  Federal  Aviation  Agency. 
Federal  Building,  John  F.  Kennedy  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  Jamaica,  N.Y. 
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Thursday,  January  28,  1965 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of 
terminal  airspace  requirements  in  the 
Morgantown  and  Clarksburg,  W.  Va., 
areas  including  studies  attendant  to  the 
implementation  of  the  provisions  of  CAR 
Amendments  60-21  and  60-29  (26  F.R. 
570,  27  FR.  4012) ,  proposes  the  airspace 
actions  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  description  of  the  Morgantown, 
W.  Va.  control  zone  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof : 

Within  a  6-mlle  radius  of  the  center  of 
Morgantown  Airport,  Morgantown,  W.  Va., 
39'S8'28''  N.,  79*54'59"  W.  and  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Morgantown  VOR  332* 
radial  extending  southerly  from  the  6-mlle 
radius  to  the  VOR;  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  168*  bearing  from  the  Morgantown 
rBN  extending  northerly  from  the  6-mile 
radius  zone  to  the  RBN;  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  centerline  of  Runway  18  extended 
south  for  8.6  miles  from  the  end  of  the 
runway. 

2.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  by  des¬ 
ignating  a  Clarksburg,  W.  Va.  control 
zone  described  as  follows: 

Clarksbubg,  W.  Va. 

With  a  6-mlle  radius  of  the  center  of 
Benedum  Airport,  Clarksburg,  W.  Va.  39  “- 
17'40''  N.,  80“13'40"  W.  and  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  centerline  of  Runway  3 
extended  northeasterly  for  6  mUes  from  the 
end  of  the  runway  effective  0630  to  2130 
hours  local  time  daily  and  0600  to  2000  horns 
on  Saturday. 

3.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  description  of  the  Clarksburg, 
W.  Va.  transition  area  and  substituting 
in  lieu  thereof : 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mlle  radius 
of  Benedum  Airport,  Clarksburg,  W.  Va.  39*- 
17'40’'  N.,  80*13'40’'  W.  and  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Clarksburg,  VOR  216* 
radial  extending  southwesterly  from  the  7- 
mile  radius  area  for  8  miles  from  the  VOR 
and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  center- 
line  of  Runway  3  extended  northeasterly  for 
7  miles  from  the  end  of  the  runway. 

4.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  by  des¬ 
ignating  a  700-foot  and  1,200-foot  Mor¬ 
gantown,  W.  Va.  transition  area  de¬ 
scribed  as  follows; 

Mobgantown,  W.  Va. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  smface  within  a  7-mUe  radius 
from  the  center  of  Morgantown  Airport, 
Morgantown,  W.  Va.  39*38'28''  N.,  79*64'69'' 
W.  extending  clockwise  from  a  192*  bearing 
to  a  328*  bearing;  within  a  IS-mlle  radius 
from  the  center  of  Morgantown  Airport  ex¬ 
tending  clockwise  from  a  328*  bearing  to  a 
192*  bearing. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  a  point  39*00'00’'  N.,  81*04'00" 
W.  to  39*42'00"  N.,  80*38'30''  W.  to  39*69'00" 
N.,  80*29'00"  W,  thence  counterclockwise 
along  an  arc  with  a  37-mile  radius  from  the 
Imperial,  Pa.  VOR  to  40*02'00''  N.,  79*61'30'' 
W.  to  39*26*00"  N.,  79*20*00"  W.,  to  39*- 
10*00**  N.,  79*66*00*'  W.  to  38*69*00"  N.,  80*- 
22*00"  W.  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49 
U.S.C.1348). 


Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  January 
15, 1965. 


Oscar  Bakke, 
Director.  Eastern  Region. 

IF.R.  Doc.  66-860;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1966; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64^-80-72] 

CONTROL  AREA  EXTENSION,  CON¬ 
TROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION  AREA 

Proposed  Revocation,  Alteration  and 
Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  which 
would  revoke  the  control  area  extension, 
alter  the  control  zone  and  designate  a 
transition  area  at  Columbus,  Miss. 

The  Columbus,  Miss.,  control  area  ex¬ 
tension  is  presently  designated  within  a 
45-mlle  radius  of  Columbus  AFB,  Miss. 

The  Columbus,  Miss.,  control  zone  Is 
presently  designated  within  a  7-mlle 
radius  of  Columbus  AFB,  and  within  2.5 
miles  either  side  of  the  extended  center- 
line  of  Runway  14/32  extending  from  the 
7-mile  radius  zone  to  12  miles  NW  of  the 
lift-off  end  of  Runway  14/32. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
terminal  airspace  structure  requirements 
in  the  Columbus,  Miss.,  terminal  area, 
including  studies  attendant  to  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  provisions  of  CAR 
Amendments  60-21/60-29  (26  F.R.  570, 
27  F.R.  4012) ,  proposes  the  airspace  ac¬ 
tions  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  The  Coliunbus,  Miss.,  control  area 
extension  would  be  revoked. 

2.  The  Columbus,  Miss.,  control  zone 
would  be  redesignated  within  a  5-mile 
radius  of  Columbus  AFB  (latitude  33°38'- 
38"  N.,  longitude  88‘‘26'39"  W.) ;  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Columbus  AFB 
localizer  NW  course  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  the  OM;  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Caledonia  VOR 
143°  radial  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  zone  to  12  miles  SE  of  the  VOR; 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Caledonia 
VOR  311°  radial  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  zone  to  12  miles  NW  of  the 
VOR;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Runway  13  centerline  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  5.5  miles  SE 
of  the  departure  end  of  the  runway; 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Columbus 
VORTAC  020°  radial  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  the  VORTAC. 

3.  A  Columbus,  Miss.,  transition  area 
would  be  designated  as  that  airspace  ex¬ 
tending  upward  from  700  feet  above  the 
surface  within  a  7-mlle  radius  of  Colum¬ 
bus  ABB  (latitude  33°38'38"  N.,  longitude 
88°26'39"  W.) ;  within  a  5-mile  radius  of 
the  Columbus-Lowndes  County  Airport 
(latitude  33°27'52"  N.,  longitude  88°22'- 
50"  W.)  clockwise  between  a  357°  and 
297°  bearing  from  the  airport  and  within 
a  7-mile  radius  of  the  Columbus-Lown- 
des  Coimty  Airport  clockwise  between  a 
297°  and  a  357°  bearing  from  the  airport; 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Columbus 
VORTAC  101°  radial  extending  from  the 


5-mlle  radius  area  to  the  VORTAC ;  with¬ 
in  2  miles  each  side  of  a  180°  bearing 
from  the  Columbus-Lowndes  County 
Airport  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
area  to  8  miles  S  of. the  airport;  and  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  40-mlle 
radius  of  Columbus  AFB  excluding  that 
portion  which  coincides  with  the  Tupelo, 
Miss.,  transition  area;  including  that  air¬ 
space  SE  of  the  40-mile  radius  area 
bounded  on  the  NE  by  V-278S,  on  the 
E  by  a  19 -mile  radius  arc  center^  on  the 
Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  VOR,  on  the  SE  by  V-18, 
and  on  the  W  by  longitude  88°00'00"  W.; 
including  that  airspace  N  of  the  40-mile 
radius  area,  bounded  on  the  W  by  the 
Tupelo,  Miss.,  transition  area,  on  the  N 
by  V-176  and  on  the  E  by  longitude 
87°55'00"  W.;  and  that  airspace  extend¬ 
ing  upward  from  5,000  feet  above  mean 
sea  level  within  5  miles  each  side  of  the 
Caledonia  VOR  310°  radial  extending 
from  the  40-mile  radius  area  to  longitude 
89°20*00"  W.,  excluding  that  portion 
which  coincides  with  the  Tupelo,  Miss., 
transition  area;  and  that  airspace  ex¬ 
tending  upward  from  10,000  feet  above 
mean  sea  level  SW  of  the  40-mile  radius 
area  bounded  on  the  N  by  V-278,  on  the 
W  by  longitude  89°17'00"  W.,  on  the  S 
by  latitude  33°03'00"  N.,  and  on  the  SE 
by  a  line  extending  from  latitude  33°03'- 
00"  N.,  longitude  88°57'40"  W,  to  the 
intersection  of  longitude  88°47'00"  W, 
and  the  40-mile  radius  arc  centered  on 
Columbus  AFB. 

The  control  zone  and  the  transition 
area  having  a  floor  of  700  feet  above  the 
surface  are  required  to  protect  depart¬ 
ing  and  arriving  IFR  aircraft  at  Colum¬ 
bus  ABB  and  Columbus-Lowndes  Coun¬ 
ty  Airport. 

*rhe  transition  area  having  a  floor  of 
1,200  feet  above  the  surface  is  required 
to  accommodate  instrument  approach 
procedures,  departure  routes  and  niuner- 
ous  holding  patterns  serving  the  Colum¬ 
bus  terminal  area.  The  areas  having 
floors  of  5,000  and  10,000  feet  mean  sea 
level  are  required  for  instnunent  de¬ 
parture  routes. 

The  floors  of  airways  that  traverse  the 
transition  area  proposed  herein  would 
automatically  coincide  with  the  floor  of 
the  transition  area.  Certain  minor  re¬ 
visions  to  prescribed  instrument  proce¬ 
dures  would  accompany  the  actions  pro¬ 
posed  herein,  but  operational  complex¬ 
ities  would  not  be  increased  nor  would 
aircraft  performance  charsusteristics  or 
established  landing  minimums  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected. 

Specific  details  of  the  changes  to  pro¬ 
cedures  and  minimum  instrument  flight 
rules  altitudes  that  would  be  required 
may  be  examined  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Branch,  Air 
TrafBc  Division,  Southern  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency,  Post  Oflace  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  30320. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  argiunents  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  duplicate  to  the  Director, 
Southern  Region,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  TrafQc 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Post 
Office  Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  30320.  All 
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communications  received  within  30  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  be  considered  be¬ 
fore  action  is  taken  on  the  proix>sed 
amendment.  No  hearing  is  contem¬ 
plated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements  for 
informal  conferences  with  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency  officials  may  be  made  by 
contacting  the  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion.  Any  data,  views  or  argmnents  pre¬ 
sented  during  such  conferences  must  also 
be  submitted  in  writing  in  accordance 
with  this  notice  in  order  to  become  part 
of  the  record  for  consideration.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  Ught  of  comments 
received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  avsdlable  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Southern  Regional  Office,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Room  724,  3400  Whipple 
Street,  East  Point,  Ga. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  n.S.C.  1348(a) ) . 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga..  on  January 
18, 1965. 

Path.  H.  Boatman, 
Acting  Director. 

Southern  Region. 

[FR.  Doc.  65-881;  Plied,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.j 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-SO-73] 

CONTROL  AREA  EXTENSION,  CON¬ 
TROL  ZONES  AND  TRANSITION 

AREA 

Proposed  Revocation,  Alteration 

Redesignation  and  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  which 
would  revoke  the  Meridian.  Miss.,  control 
area  extension,  alter  the  control  zones 
for  Key  Field  and  NAAS  Meridian,  re¬ 
designate  the  Meridian  transition  area 
and  designate  a  transition  area  for  NAAS 
Meridian. 

The  Meridian  control  area  extension  is 
presently  designated  within  5  miles  ei¬ 
ther  side  of  the  Meridian  ILS  localizer  S 
course  extending  frmn  the  localizer  to  30 
miles  S  and  within  5  miles  either  side 
of  the  Meridian  VORTAC  314*  radial 
extending  from  the  VORTAC  to  20  miles 
NW. 

The  Meridian,  Miss.  (Key  Field)  con¬ 
trol  zone  is  presently  designated  within 
a  5-mile  radius  of  Key  Field  (latitude 
32'’19'55"  N.,  longitude  88“44'55"  W.) ; 
within  2  miles  either  side  of  the  Meridian 
VORTAC  314*  radial,  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  12  miles  NW  of  the 
VORTAC  and  within  2  miles  either  side 
of  the  Meridian  ILS  localizer  S  course 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone 
to  the  OM.  The  Meridian,  Miss.  (NAAS 
Meridian)  control  zone  is  presently  des¬ 
ignated  within  an  8-mile  radius  of  NAAS 
Meridian  (latitude  32°33'18"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  88*33'35"  W.) ,  and  within  2  miles 
either  side  of  the  NAAS  Meridian  TACAN 
001*  radial  extending  from  the  8-mile 
radius  zone  to  7  miles  N  of  the  TACAN, 
excluding  the  portion  more  than  5  miles 


from  the  NAAS  between  the  200*  and 
260*  bearings  from  the  airport. 

The  Meridian,  Miss.,  transition  area  is 
presently  designated  as  that  airspace  ex¬ 
tending  upward  from  1,200  feet  above  the 
surface  W  and  N  of  the  Meridian  NAAS 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  latitude 
32'47'00"  N.,  longitude  89*30'00"  W.,  to 
latitude  32"50'00"  N.,  longitude  89*21'- 
00"  W.,  to  latitude  32®41'30"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  88“44'00"  W..  to  latitude  33°03'00" 
N..  longitude  88*57'40"  W.,  to  latitude 
33*05'40"  N.,  longitude  88*52'40"  W., 
thence  E  along  a  45-mile  radius  arc  cen¬ 
tered  at  the  Columbus  AFB,  Columbus, 
Miss,  (latitude  33"38'35"  N.,  longitude 
88*26*40"  W.),  to  N  boundary  of  V-18N, 
thence  via  the  north  boundary  oi  V-18N, 
to  longitude  89*30'00"  W,,  to  the  point 
of  beginning;  excluding  the  portion 
within  the  Meridian  control  area  ex¬ 
tension. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
terminal  airspace  structure  requirements 
in  the  Meridian,  Miss.,  terminal  area. 
Including  studies  attendant  to  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  provisions  of  CAR 
Amendments  60-21/60-29  (26  F.R.  570, 
27  F.R.  4012),  proposes  the  airspace 
actions  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  The  Meridian.  Miss.,  control  area 
extension  would  be  revoked. 

2.  The  Meridian,  Miss.  (Key  Field) 
control  zone  would  be  redesignated 
within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Key  Field  (lati¬ 
tude  32*19'58"  N.,  longitude  88*45'05" 
W.) ;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Meridian  ILS  localizer  S  course  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the 
Meridian  RBN;  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Meridian  VORTAC  155*  radial 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone 
to  15.5  miles  SE  of  the  VORTAC;  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Meridian  VOR¬ 
TAC  310*  radial  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  zone  to  5.5  miles  NW  of  the 
airport. 

3.  The  Meridian,  Miss.  (NAAS  Merid¬ 
ian)  control  zone  would  be  redesignated 
within  a  5-mile  radius  of  NAAS  Meridian 
(latitude  32*33'27"  N..  longitude  88*- 
33*33"  W.) ;  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
Navy  McCain  TACAN  360*  radial  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  7 
miles  N  of  the  TACAN;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Navy.  McCain  TACAN 
069*  radial  extending  from  the  5-mlle 
radius  zone  to  7  miles  E  of  the  TACAN ; 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  Runway  18L 
centerline  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  zone  to  6  miles  N  of  the  airport; 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  Runway  27  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to 
6  miles  E  of  the  airport;  within  2  miles 
E  and  1  mile  W  of  Runway  36L  centerline 
extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to 
6  miles  S  of  the  airport. 

4.  The  Meridian,  Miss.  (Key  Field) 
transition  area  woidd  be  redesignated  as 
that  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9-mile 
radius  of  Key  Field  (latitude  32*19*58" 
N.,  longitude  88*45*05"  W.) ;  within  8 
miles  E  and  5  miles  W  of  the  Meridian 
ILS  localizer  S  course  extending  from  the 
Meridian  RBN  to  13  miles  of  the  RBN; 
within  8  miles  E  and  5  miles  W  of  a  191* 
bearing  from  the  Meridian  RBN  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  RBN  to  13  miles  S;  within  8 


miles  SW  and  5  miles  NE  of  the  Meridian 
VORTAC  314*  radial  extending  from  the 
VORTAC  to  13  miles  NW;  and  that  air¬ 
space  extending  upward  from  1,200  feet 
above  the  surface  bounded  by  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  intersection  of  the  N  edge 
of  V-18N  and  a  30-mile  radius  arc  cen¬ 
tered  on  Key  Field,  extending  NW  along 
V-18N  to  longitude  89*30*00"  W,,  thence 
N  to  latitude  32*47*00"  N.,  longitude  89*- 
30*00"  W.,  thence  ESE  to  latitude  32*43*- 
15"  N.,  longitude  88*48*05"  W.,  thence  N 
to  latitude  32*46*50**  N.,  longitude  88*47*. 
05"  W.,  thence  NW  to  latitude  33*03*00*’ 

N.,  longitude  88*57*40"  W.,  thence  NE  to 
the  intersection  of  longitude  88*47*00** 

W.  and  a  40-mile  radius  arc  centered  at 
Columbus,  Miss.,  AFB  (latitude  33*38*38** 
N.,  longitude  88*26*39"  W.),  thence  E 
along  that  arc  to  longitude  88*00*00"  W., 
thence  S  along  longitude  88*00*00"  W. 
to  the  SE  boundary  of  V-209,  thence  SW 
along  the  SE  boimdary  of  V-209  to  the 
N  boundary  of  V-154,  thence  to  latitude 
32*18*00"  N.,  longitude  88*20*00"  W.. 
thence  to  the  intersection  of  the  E 
boundary  of  V-209  and  a  30-mile  radius 
arc  centered  at  Key  Field,  thence  clock¬ 
wise  along  that  arc  to  the  W  boundary 
of  V-194,  thence  SW  along  the  W  bound¬ 
ary  of  V-194  to  latitude  32*07*00"  N.. 
thence  to  the  intersection  of  longitude 
89*28*00"  N.  and  the  S  boundary  of 
V-18S,  thence  E  along  V-18S  to  a  30- 
mlle  radius  arc  centered  at  Key  Field, 
thence  clockwise  along  that  arc  to  point 
of  beginning. 

5.  A  Meridian,  Miss.  (NAAS  Meridian) 
transition  area  would  be  designated  as 
that  airspace  extending  upward  from 
700  feet  above  the  surface  within  a  10- 
mile  radius  of  NAAS  Meridian  (latitude 
32*33*27"  N.,  longitude  88*33*33"  W.). 

*rhe  control  zones  and  transition  areas 
having  a  floor  of  700  feet  above  the  sur¬ 
face  are  required  to  protect  arriving  and 
departing  IFR  aircraft  at  Key  Field  and 
NAAS  Meridian. 

A  transition  area  having  a  floor  of 
1,200  feet  above  the  surface  is  required 
to  accommodate  instrument  approach 
procedures,  departure  rout^  and  nu¬ 
merous  holding  patterns  within  the  Me¬ 
ridian,  Miss.,  terminal  area. 

Certain  minor  revisions  to  prescribed 
instrument  procedures  would  accompany 
the  actions  proposed  herein,  but  opera¬ 
tional  complexities  would  not  be  in¬ 
creased  nor  would  aircraft  performance 
characteristics  or  established  landing 
minimums  be  adversely  affected. 

The  floors  of  airways  which  traverse 
the  transition  areas  proposed  herein 
would  automatically  coincide  with  the 
floors  of  the  transition  areas. 

Speciflc  details  of  the  changes  to  min¬ 
imum  instrument  flight  rules  altitudes 
that  would  be  required  may  be  examined 
by  contacting  the  Chief.  Airspace  Utili¬ 
zation  Branch,  Air  *rraffic  Division, 
Southern  Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency.  Post  Office  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  30320. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Conununications  should  be 
submitted  in  duplicate  to  the  Director, 
Southern  Region,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Post  Office  Box  20636,  Atlanta.  Ga., 
30320.  All  communications  received 
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within  30  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
nroposed  amendment.  No  hearing  is 
contemplated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  informal  conferences  with 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Chief,  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Division.  Any  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  presented  during  such  conferences 
must  also  be  submitted  in  writing  in 
accordance  with  this  notice  in  order  to 
become  part  of  the  record  for  considera¬ 
tion.  The  proposal  contained  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Southern  Regional  Office,  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Agency,  Room  724,  3400  Whipple 
Street,  East  Point,  Oa. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)). 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  January 
19, 1965. 

Paul  H.  Boatman, 
Acting  Director, 
Southern  Region. 

(FK.  Doc.  65-862;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1065; 

8:45  a.in.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-30-90] 

CONTROL  AREA  EXTENSION,  CON¬ 
TROL  ZONES,  TRANSITION  AREAS 

AND  FEDERAL  AIRWAY 

Proposed  Revocation,  Alteration  and 
Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  which 
would  revoke  the  control  area  extension 
at  Montgomery,  Ala.,  alter  the  control 
zones  at  Montgomery  and  Selma,  Ala., 
and  designate  transition  areas  at  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Selma,  and  Auburn,  Ala.  It  is 
also  proposed  to  revoke  VOR  Federal 
airway  No.  134  between  Evergreen  and 
Tuskegee,  Ala. 

The  Montgomery,  Ala.,  control  area 
extension  is  presently  designated  as  that 
airspace  bounded  on  the  N  by  latitude 
32 '52 '00”  N.,  on  the  E  by  longitude 
86'00'00”  W.,  on  the  S  by  latitude  31'- 
45'00"  N.,  and  on  the  W  by  longitude 
87'30'00”W. 

The  Montgomery,  Ala.,  control  zone  is 
presently  designated  within  a  5-mile 
radius  of  Dannelly  Field,  Montgomery, 
Ala.  (latitude  32'17'55”  N.,  longitude 
86'23'50”  W.) ;  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  Maxwell  AFB,  Montgomery,  Ala. 
(latitude  32'22'45"  N.,  longitude  86'- 
21 ’40”  W.) ;  within  2  miles  either  side 
of  the  Dannelly  Field  ILS  localizer  W 
course  extending  from  the  Dannelly 
Field  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the  OM; 
within  2  miles  either  side  of  the  Mont¬ 
gomery  VORTAC  321'  radial  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  Dannelly  Field  5-mile  ra¬ 
dius  zone  to  the  VORTAC;  within  2  miles 
either  side  of  the  149'  bearing  from 
the  Prattville,  Ala.,  RBN  extending  from 
the  Maxwell  AFB  5-milo  radius  zone  to 
the  RBN;  and  within  2  miles  either  side 
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of  the  171'  bearing  from  the  Prattville 
RBN  extending  from  the  Maxwell  AFB 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  the  RBN. 

The  Selma,  Ala.,  control  zone  is  pres¬ 
ently  designated  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  Craig  AFB,  Selma,  Ala.  (latitude  32'- 
20'25”  N..  longitude  86'59'20”  W.) . 

VOR  Federal  airway  No.  134  is  pres¬ 
ently  designated  from  Evergreen,  Ala.,  to 
Tuskegee,  Ala. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of 
the  terminal  airspace  structure  require¬ 
ments  in  the  Montgomery,  Selma,  and 
Auburn,  Ala.,  terminal  areas,  including 
studies  attendant  to  the  implementation 
of  the  provisions  of  CAR  Amendments 
60-21/60-29  (26  F.R.  570,  27  F.R.  4012), 
proposes  the  airspace  actions  hereinafter 
set  forth. 

1.  The  Montgomery,  Ala.,  control  area 
extension  would  be  revoked. 

2.  The  Montgomery,  Ala.,  control  zone 
would  be  redesignated  within  a  5-mile 
radius  of  Dannelly  Field  (latitude  32'- 
18'00”  N.,  longitude  86'23'36”  W.) ; 
within  a  5 -mile  radius  of  Maxwell  AFB 
(latitude  32'22'48”  N.,  longitude  86'- 
21'55”  W.) ;  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Dannelly  Field  ILS  localizer  W 
course  extending  from  the  Dannelly  Field 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  1  mile  E  of  the 
OM;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Montgomery  VORTAC  321'  radial  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  Dannelly  Field  5-mile 
radius  zone  to  1  mile  NW  of  the  VOR¬ 
TAC;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Montgomery  VORTAC  321'  radial  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  Dannelly  Field  5-mlle 
radius  zone  to  6  miles  NW  of  Dannelly 
Field;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  a  171' 
bearing  from  the  Prattville,  Ala.,  RBN 
extending  fiom  the  Dannelly  Field  5 -mile 
radius  zone  to  10  miles  N  of  the  airport; 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Maxwell 
AFB  VOR  148'  radial  extending  from 
the  Maxwell  AFB  5-mile  radius  zone  to 
7  miles  NW  of  Maxwell  AFB;  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Maxwell  AFB 
TACAN  333'  radial  extending  from  the 
Maxwell  AFB  5-mile  radius  zone  to  6.5 
miles  NW  of  the  TACAN ;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Montgomery  VORTAC 
345'  radial  extending  from  the  Maxwell 
AFB  5-mile  radius  zone  to  10  miles  S 
of  Maxwell  AFB. 

3.  The  Selma,  Ala.,  control  zone  woiild 
be  redesignated  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  Craig  AFB  (latitude  32'20'31”  N., 
longitude  86'59'22”  W.) ;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  a  143'  bearing  from  the 
Selma,  Ala.,  RBN  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  the  RBN;  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Selma  VOR  143' 
radial  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  11  miles  SE  of  the  VOR;  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Craig  AFB 
TACAN  152'  radial  extending  from  the 
5-mlle  radius  zone  to  7.5  miles  SE  of 
the  TACAN. 

4.  A  Montgomery,  Ala.,  transition  area 
would  be  designated  as  that  airspace  ex¬ 
tending  upward  from  700  feet  above  the 
surface  within  an  8-mile  radius  of  Dan¬ 
nelly  Field  (latitude  32'18'00”  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  86'23'36”  W.) ;  within  an  8-mlle 
radius  of  Maxwell  AFB  (latitude  32'- 
22'48”  N.,  longitude  86'21'65”  W.) ; 
within  8  miles  S  and  5  miles  N  of  the 
Dannelly  Field  II£  localizer  W  course 
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extending  from  the  airport  to  12  miles  W 
of  the  OM;  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  Maxwell  AFB  VOR  148'  radial  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  MaxweU  AFB  8-mile 
radius  area  to  the  VOR;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  a  269'  bearing  from  the  Dan¬ 
nelly  Field  liOM  extending  from  the  LOM 
to  the  intersection  of  Selma  VOR  101' 
radial  and  Evergreen,  Ala.,  VOR  029' 
radial;  excluding  the  portion  which  coin¬ 
cides  with  the  Selma,  Ala.,  transition 
area;  and  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  inter¬ 
section  of  the  W  boundary  of  V-7  and 
the  S  boundary  of  V-66  extending  east¬ 
ward  along  V-66  to  longitude  86°00'00” 
W.,  thence  S  along  longitude  86°00'00” 
W.  to  the  western  boimdary  of  V-20N, 
thence  SE  to  latitude  32'30'00”  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  85°29'00”  W.,  thence  S  along  longi¬ 
tude  85“29'00”  W.  to  the  northern 
boundary  of  V-70,  thence  westward  along 
the  northern  boimdary  of  V-70  to  longi¬ 
tude  87“00'00”  W.,  thence  north  along 
longitude  87'00'00”  W.  to  a  35-mil3  ra¬ 
dius  arc  centered  on  the  Selma,  Ala., 
VOR,  thence  clockwise  along  that  35-mile 
radius  arc  and  a  35-mlle  radius  arc  cen¬ 
tered  on  the  Selma  RBN  to  the  western 
boundary  of  V-7,  thence  N  along  V-7  to 
point  of  beginning;  and  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  6,000  feet  above 
mean  sea  level  bounded  on  the  N  by  the 
S  boundary  of  V-154,  on  the  NE  by  a 
35-mile  radius  arc  centered  at  the  Selma, 
Ala.,  VOR  on  the  E  by  longitude  87'- 
28'00”  W.,  on  the  S  by  latitude  31'54'00” 
N.,  and  on  the  W  by  the  E  boundary  of 
V-209  and  a  line  extending  from  the  in¬ 
tersection  of  the  E  boundary  of  V-209 
and  a  30-mile  radius  arc  centered  on  the 
Meridian,  Miss.,  VORTAC  to  latitude 
32°18'00”  N.,  longitude  88“20'00”  W. 

5.  A  Selma,  Ala.,  transition  area  would 
be  designated  as  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  700  feet  above  the  surface 
within  an  8-mUe  radius  of  Craig  AFB 
(latitude  32'20'31”  N.,  longitude  86'- 
59'32”  W.) ;  within  a  5-mile  radius  of 
Selfield  Airport  (latitude  32'26'28”  N., 
longitude  86'57'05”  W.) ;  within  8  miles 
each  side  of  the  Craig  AFB  ILS  localizer 
SE  course  extending  from  the  AFB  to  12 
miles  SE  of  the  OM;  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  a  097'  bearing  from  the  Selma 
RBN  extending  from  the  Selfield  5-mile 
radius  area  to  the  RBN. 

6.  An  Auburn,  Ala.,  transition  area 
would  be  designated  as  that  airspace  ex¬ 
tending  upward  from  700  feet  above  the 
surface  within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Au- 
bum-Opelika  Airport  (latitude  32'36'55” 
N.,  longitude  85'26'10”  W.)  and  witiiin 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Tuskegee,  Ala., 
VOR  056'  radial  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  area  to  the  VOR. 

7.  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  134  would 
be  revoked. 

The  proposed  control  zones  are  neces¬ 
sary  to  protect  prescribed  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  and  departure  procedures  at  Dan¬ 
nelly  Field,  Maxwell  AFB  and  Craig  AFB. 

The  proposed  transition  areas  are  nec¬ 
essary  to  protect  prescribed  instrument 
approach  and  departure  procedures, 
holding  patterns,  transition  routes, 
missed  approach  procedures  and  random 
radar  vectoring  in  the  Montgomery, 
Selma,  and  Auburn,  Ala.,  terminal  areas. 


No.  18- 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


Current  peak  day  traffic  figures  show 
no  enroute  usage  of  VOR  Federal  airway 
No.  134.  Its  revocation  is  ancillary  to 
the  designation  of  the  Montgomery  tran¬ 
sition  area  as  proposed  herein.  When 
both  airspace  actions  are  taken  simul¬ 
taneously.  there  will  be  no  loss  of  con¬ 
trolled  airspace. 

The  fioors  of  airways  which  traverse 
the  transition  areas  proposed  herein 
would  automatically  coincide  with  the 
floors  of  the  transition  areas. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  duplicate  to  the  Ehrector. 
Southern  Region.  Attn.;  Chief.  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  I’ost  Office  Box  20636,  Atlanta. 
Oa.,  30320.  All  communications  received 
within  30  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considord  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
pr(HX>sed  amendment.  No  hearing  is 
contemplated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  informal  conferences  with 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials  may  be 
made  by  CMitacting  the  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division.  Any  data,  views  or  arguments 
presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  become 
part  of  the  record  for  consideration. 
The  proposal  contained  in  this  notice 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Southern  Regional  Office,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Room  724,  3400  Whipple 
Street,  East  Point,  Oa. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  UB.C.  1348(a)). 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga..  on  January 
19. 1965. 

George  M.  Gary, 
Acting  Director. 

Southern  Region. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-863;  FUed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:46  ajn.j 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[  Airspace  Docket  No.  65-WE-3  ] 

CONTROL  ZONE 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulaticms  whi<di 
would  designate  a  control  zone  at  Chico, 
Calif.,  pursuant  to  the  commissioning  of 
a  VOR  at  latitude  39°47'25"  N..  longi¬ 
tude  121®50'46"  W.,  in  June  of  1965. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having 
completed  a  review  of  the  tem^nal  air¬ 
space  requirement  for  the  Chico  Munic¬ 
ipal  Airport,  proposes  the  following  air¬ 
space  action: 

Designate  a  control  zone  at  Chico, 
Calif.,  to  comprise  that  airspace  within 
a  5-mile  radius  of  Chico  Municipal  Air¬ 
port  (latitude  39'’47'45"  N.,  longitude 
121'’51'25"  W.)  and  within  2  miles  each 


side  of  the  Chico  VOR  319®  radial,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to 
8  miles  NW  of  the  VOR,  excluding  the 
porticm  within  a  1-mile  radius  of  Ran- 
chero  Airport,  Chico,  Calif,  (latitude  39®- 
43*10''  N.,  longitude  121®52'10"  W.). 
The  control  zone  shall  be  effective  dur¬ 
ing  the  times  established  in  advance  by 
a  Notice  to  Airmen  and  continuously 
published  in  the  Airman’s  Information 
Manual. 

The  control  zone  would  provide  pro¬ 
tection  for  aircraft  executing  prescribed 
instrument  approach  and  departure  pro¬ 
cedures  at  the  Chico  Municipal  Airport 
during  the  hours  that  weather  reporting 
service  is  available.  Such  service  will  be 
provided  by  duly  certified  personnel  of 
Pacific  Airlines. 

Communications  service  will  be  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  FAA’s  Flight  Service  Sta¬ 
tion  at  Red  Bluff,  Calif.,  through  remote 
facilities  located  at  the  Chico  VOR. 

To  permit  fulfillment  of  the  airspace 
requirements  coincidental  with  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  the  Chico  VOR,  the  action 
proposed  herein  is  being  taken  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  the  implementation  of  CAR 
Amendments  60-21/60-29  for  the  Chico 
area.  Upon  cunpletion  of  a  comprehen¬ 
sive  review  of  the  airspace  requirements 
for  the  area  attendant  to  the  full  im¬ 
plementation  of  these  amendments, 
additional  airspace  action  will  be  initi¬ 
ated  at  a  later  date. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Western  Region,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federsil  Aviation  Agency,  5651 
West  Manchester  Avenue,  Post  Office 
Box  90007,  Airport  Station,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  90009.  All  commimications  re¬ 
ceived  within  30  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data, 
views  or  arguments  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

A  public  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  5651  West  Manchester 
Avenue.  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  90045. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (72 
Stat.  749 ;  49  n.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  19, 1965. 

William  R.  Krieger, 

Acting  Director, 
Western  Region. 

[FJt.  Doc.  65-864;  Filed.  Jan.  27.  1965; 

8:46  ajn.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-WE:-7] 

CONTROL  ZONE 

Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  which 
would  designate  a  part-time  control  zone 
at  Napa,  Calif. 

The  proposed  control  zone  at  the  Napa 
County  Airport  would  be  effective  from 
0700  to  2300  hours,  local  time,  daily, 
within  a  3-mile  radius  of  the  Napa  Coun¬ 
ty  Airport  (latitude  38'’12'44"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  122*16*48"  W.).  Communications 
and  weather  reporting  service  would  be 
provided  by  an  FAA  control  tower  sched¬ 
uled  to  be  commissioned  at  the  Napa 
County  Airport  in  May  1965.  The  con¬ 
trol  zone  is  required  to  provide  protec¬ 
tion  for  aircraft  operating  at  the  Napa 
County  Airport. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Ckimmunications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Western  Region,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  5651 
West  Manchester  Avenue,  Post  (^ce 
Box  90007,  Airport  Station,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  90009.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  within  thirty  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
public  hearing  is  cimtemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  officials  may  be  made  by  con¬ 
tacting  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Division 
Chief.  Any  data,  views  or  arguments 
presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  beconu 
part  of  the  record  for  consideration. 
The  proposed  contained  in  this  notice 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

A  public  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  5651  West  Manchester 
Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  90045. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended 
(72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  20, 1965. 

William  R.  Krieger, 
Acting  Director, 
Western  Region. 

IF.R.  Doc.  65-865;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:46  ajn.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  eS-WE-8] 

CONTROL  ZONE 

Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the 
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liberal  Aviation  Regulations  which 
would  designate  a  part-time  control  zone 
at  San  Diego,  CaUf . 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposes 
to  designate  the  San  Diego  (Montgomery 
Field)  control  zone  within  a  3-mlle  radius 
of  Montgomery  Field  (latitude  32°48'59" 
N.,  longitude  117‘’08'32"  W.) ,  excluding 
those  portions  within  the  NAS  Miramar 
and  San  Diego  (Lindbergh  Field) .  Calif, 
control  zones.  This  control  zone  is  to  be 
effective  from  0700  to  2300  hours,  local 
time,  daily. 

Communications  and  weather  report¬ 
ing  service  would  be  provided  by  an  FAA 
Airport  TraflBc  Control  Tower  scheduled 
to  be  commissioned  in  June  1965. 

The  controlled  airspace  proposed  here¬ 
in  would  provide  protection  for  aircraft 
operating  at  Montgomery  Field. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Conunimications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Western  Region,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  5651 
West  Manchester  Avenue,  Post  Office  Box 
90007,  Airport  Station,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  90009.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  within  45  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will 
be  considered  before  action  is  taken  on 
the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data, 
views  or  arguments  presented  diu-ing 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record 
for  consideration.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in 
the  light  of  conunents  received. 

A  public  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Coimsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  5651  West  Manchester 
Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  90045. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended 
(72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  20,  1965. 

William  R.  Krieger, 

Acting  Director, 
Western  Region. 

[Pit.  Doc.  65-866;  PUed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-WE-601 

CONTROL  ZONE,  TRANSITION  AREA 
AND  CONTROL  AREA  EXTENSION 

Proposed  Alteration,  Designation  and 
Revocation 

The,  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  which 
would  alter  the  controlled  airspace  in 
the  Salem,  Oreg.,  terminal  area. 

The  following  controlled  airspace  is 
presently  designated  in  the  Salem,  Oreg., 
terminal  area: 


1.  The  Salem  control  zone  is  desig¬ 
nated  within  a  3-mile  radius  of  McNary 
Airport  and  within  2  miles  either  side  of 
a  150*  bearing  from  the  airport  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  5  miles 
SE  of  the  airport. 

2.  The  Salem  control  area  extension  is 
designated  as  that  airspace  within  5 
miles  either  side  of  the  150°  bearing  from 
the  Salem-McNary  Airport  extending 
from  the  airport  to  25  miles  SE. 

The  FAA,  having  completed  a  compre¬ 
hensive  review  of  the  terminal  airspace 
structure  requirements  in  the  Salem, 
Oreg.,  terminal  area,  including^  studies 
attendant  to  the  implementation  of  the 
provisions  of  CAR  Amendments  60-21/ 
60-29,  has  under  consideration  the  fol¬ 
lowing  airspace  actions: 

1.  Redesignate  the  Salem  control  zone 
as  that  airspace  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  McNary  Field,  Salem,  Oreg.  (latitude 
44°54'35"  N.,  longitude  123°00'05"  W.) 
and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Salem 
ILS  localizer  SE  course,  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the  LOM. 

2.  Revoke  the  Salem  control  area 
extension. 

3.  Designate  the  Salem  transition  area 
as  that  airspace  extending  upward  from 
700  feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7- 
mile  radius  of  McNary  Field,  Salem, 
Oreg.  (latitude  44*54'35"  N.,  longitude 
123'00'05"  W.) ;  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  a  196°  bearing  from  the  Salem  ILS 
LOM,  extending  from  the  7-mile  radius 
area  to  8  miles  S  of  the  LOM  and  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Salem  ILS  lo- 
ctdizer  SE  course,  extending  from  the  7- 
mile  radius  area  to  6  miles  SE  of  the 
LOM;  that  airspace  extending  upward 
from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface  within 
6  miles  SW  and  7  miles  NE  of  the  150° 
and  330°  bearings  from  the  Salem  ILS 
LOM,  extending  from  V-23E  to  V-23W. 

The  floors  of  the  airways  that  traverse 
the  transition  area  proposed  herein 
would  automatically  coincide  with  the 
floor  of  the  transition  area. 

The  actions  proposed  herein  would,  in 
part,  enlarge  the  size  of  present  Salem 
control  zone  to  provide  controlled  air¬ 
space  for  the  protection  of  aircraft  ex¬ 
ecuting  prescribed  instrument  approach 
and  departure  procedures  at  McNary 
Field. 

The  portion  of  the  proposed  Salem 
transition  area  with  a  floor  of  700  feet 
above  the  surface  would  provide  protec¬ 
tion  for  sdrcraft  executing  portions  of 
prescribed  instrument  approach  and  de¬ 
parture  procedures  conducted  beyond 
the  limits  of  the  Salem  control  zone  and 
below  the  floor  of  the  proposed  1,200- 
foot  floor  area.  The  portion  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  transition  area  with  a  floor  of 
1,200  feet  above  the  surface  would  pro¬ 
vide  protection  for  sdrcraft  executing  ap¬ 
proach,  departure,  and  holding  proce¬ 
dures  conducted  within  the  Salem  ter¬ 
minal  area  at  sdtitudes  of  1,500  feet  or 
more  above  the  surface. 

At  a  future  date,  after  sidjacent  termi¬ 
nal  areas  have  been  examined  under  the 
CAR  Amendments  60-21/60-29  imple¬ 
mentation  progrsun,  it  Is  plumed  that 
the  floors  of  VOR  airways  adjacent  to 
Salem  will  be  raised  to  1,200  feet  or  more 
above  the  surface. 


No  revisions  to  the  prescribed  instru¬ 
ment  procedures  would  be  required  based 
on  the  airspace  axd;ions  proposed  herein. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Western  Region,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  5651 
West  Manchester  Avenue,  Post  Office  Box 
90007,  Airport  Station,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  90009.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  within  45  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  Informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data, 
views  or  arguments  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  hi  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

A  public  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  Interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  5651  West  Manchester 
Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  90045. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1953,  as  amended 
(72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  20,  1965. 

William  R.  Krieger, 

Acting  Director, 
Western  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-867;  PUed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.i 


I  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-WE-64] 

CONTROL  ZONE 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  which 
would  designate  a  part-time  control  zone 
at  La  Verne,  Calif. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposes 
to  designate  the  La  Verne,  Calif.,  part- 
time  control  zone  within  a  3-mile  radius 
of  Brackett  Field  (latitude  34°05'30"  N., 
longitude  117°47'00"  W.) ;  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Pomona  VOR  250° 
radial,  extending  from  the  3-mile  radius 
zone  to  8  miles  SW  of  the  VOR,  effective 
from  0700  to  2300  hours,  local  time,  daily. 

Communications  and  weather  report¬ 
ing  service  would  be  provided  by  an  FAA 
airport  traffic  control  tower  scheduled  to 
be  commissioned  in  May  1965. 

The  controlled  airspace,  proposed 
herein,  would  provide  protection  for  air¬ 
craft  executing  prescribed  instriunent 
procedures  at  Brackett  Field. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Western  Region.  Attn:  Chief, 
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Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency.  5651  West  Manchester  Avenue, 
Post  Office  Box  90007,  Airport  Station, 
Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  90009.  All  communi¬ 
cations  rec^ved  within  45  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
No  public  hearing  is  contemplated  at 
this  time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
comerences  with  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  officials  may  be  made  by  con¬ 
tacting  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Division 
Chief.  Any  data,  views  or  arguments 
presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  become 
part  of  the  record  for  consideration. 
The  proix>sal  contained  in  this  notice 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

A  public  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in 
the  office  of  the  Regional  Counsel.  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency,  5651  West  Man¬ 
chester  Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
90045. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended 
(72  Stat.  749;  49  UJS.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  20, 1965. 

William  R.  Krieger, 

Acting  Director, 
Western  Region. 

I  PR.  Doc.  65-868;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.j 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 


fore  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  officials  may  be  made  by  con¬ 
tacting  the  Chief,  Airspace  Branch. 

'  Any  data,  views  or  arguments  pre¬ 
sented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  become 
part  of  the  record  for  consideration. 
The  proposal  contained  in  this  notice 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons 
at  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office 
of  the  General  Counsel,  Rules  Docket 
Section,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  A  docket  will  also  be 
available  for  examination  at  the  Office 
of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  John  F.  Kennedy  International  Air¬ 
port,  Jamaica,  N.Y. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
terminal  airspace  requirements  for  West 
Point,  Va.  including  studies  attendant  to 
the  implementation  of  the  provisions  of 
CAR  Amendments  60-21/60-29  (26  FH. 
570,  27  F.R.  4012),  proposes  the  airspace 
action  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  by  estab¬ 
lishing  a  West  Point,  Va.  transition  area 
described  as  follows: 

West  Poikt,  Va. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mile  radltu 
of  the  center  of  West  Point  Municipal  Airport 
37*31W'  N.,  76"45'40''  W.  and  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Harcum,  Va.  VOR  148*  radial 


extend  the  time  for  filing  reply  com¬ 
ments  in  the  above-captioned  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule' Making  (FCXJ  64-liio, 
released  December  4,  1964)  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  February  4,  1965.  Reply  com¬ 
ments  are  now  due  to  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  January  25, 1965. 

2.  In  support  of  the  requested  exten¬ 
sion,  the  Communications  Satellite 
Corp.  (Com  Sat)  alleges  that  the  de¬ 
tailed  comments  filed  by  various  inter¬ 
ested  parties  in  response  to  the  above- 
captioned  docket  advocated  several  new 
proposals  and  presented  a  substantival 
amount  of  technical  material,  and  that 
the  time  presently  available  for  the  filing 
of  reply  comments  is  insufficient  for  tbe 
careful  study  of  these  proposals  and  tech¬ 
nical  materials  and  the  preparation  of  a 
fully  considered  reply.  In  addition,  Com 
Sat  alleges  that  oral  consent  to  the  re¬ 
quested  extension  has  been  obtained  from 
counsel  for  the  American  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Co.,  Hawaiian  Telephone  Co., 
Western  Union  Telegraph  Co.,  Aero¬ 
nautical  Radio,  Inc.,  Air  Transport  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  America,  and  the  National , 
Academy  of  Science. 

3.  It  appearing,  that  additional  time  is 
required  by  Com  Sat  for  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  meaningful  reply  comments  and 
that  said  comments  will  be  useful  to  the 
Commission  in  resolving  the  issues  in 
this  proceeding; 

4.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  it 
ordered.  This  25th  day  of  January 
1965,  pursuant  to  §§  0.251(b),  0.303(c) 
and  0.331(b)(4)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  that  the  time  for  filing  reply  com¬ 
ments  in  the  above-captioned  proceeding 
is  extended  from  January  25,  1965  to 
February  4,  1965. 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  64-EA-30] 

TRANSITION  AREAS 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
§  71.181  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  which  would  establish  a  700-foot 
transition  area  over  West  Point  Munici- 


extendlng  from  tbe  6-mile  radius  area  to  8 
miles  southeast  of  the  VOR. 


This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.,  49  U.S.C.  1348). 


Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.  on  January 
15, 1965. 


Oscar  Bakke, 
Director,  Eastern  Region. 


Released:  January  25, 1965. 


Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 


(PR.  Doc.  65-899;  Piled,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


pal  Airport,  West  Point,  Va.  The  West 
Point  Municipal  Airport  has  recently 
been  authorized  an  instrument  approach 
procedure. 

The  proposed  transition  area  will  pro¬ 
tect  departure  aircraft.climbing  to  1,200 
feet  from  700  feet  above  ground  level 
and  in  conjunction  with  the  extension 
on  the  Harcum  VOR  148*  T  radial  will 
provide  protection  to  aircraft  utilizing 
the  instrument  approach  procedure 
down  to  700  feet  above  ground  level. 

The  floors  of  airways  which  traverse 
the  transition  area  proposed  herein 
would  coincide  with  the  floor  of  the  tran¬ 
sition  area. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data  or  views  as  they  may 
desire.  Communications  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Eastern  Region,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building.  John  F.  Kennedy  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Jamaica,  N.Y.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  within  30  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  be  considered  be- 


[FR.  Doc.  65-869;  FUed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

'  8:46  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Parts  21,  25  1 

(Docket  No.  15723] 

FIXED,  MOBILE,  AND  COMMUNICA¬ 
TION-SATELLITE  SERVICES 

Shared  Use  of  Frequency  Bands;  Or¬ 
der  Extending  Time  for  Filing  Reply 
Comments 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Parts 
21  and  25  of  the  Commission’s  rules  to 
provide  for  the  shared  use  of  the  fre¬ 
quency  bands  3700-4200,  5925-6425, 

7250-7750  and  7900-8400  Mc/s  by  the 
Fixed,  Mobile  and  Communication- 
Satellite  Services. 

1.  ’The  Communications  Satellite 
Corp.  has  requested  the  Commission  to 


FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  DANK 
HOARD 

[12  CFR  Parts  541,  545  1 

(No.  18,819] 

FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN 
SYSTEM 

Loans  on  Short-Term  Leaseholds 

January  25,  1965. 

Resolved  that,  pursuant  to  Part  508  of 
the  General  Regulations  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  (12  CFR  Part 
508)  and  §  542.1  of  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  for  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
System  (12  CFR  542.1).  it  is  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  that  S  541.9  and  Part  545  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  for  the  Federal  Sav¬ 
ings  and  Loan  System  (12  cm  541.9  and 
Part  545)  be  amended  by  amendments 
the  substance  of  which  is  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  paragraph  (a)  of  S  541.9  of 
the  rules  and  regulations  for  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  System  to  read  as 
follows: 
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§  541>9  Loans  on  the  security  of  first 
liens. 

(a)  The  term  “loans  on  the  security 
of  first  liens”  means  loans  on  the  security 
of  any  instrument  (whether  a  mortgage, 
deed  of  trust,  or  land  contract)  which 
makes  the  interest  in  the  real  estate  de¬ 
scribed  therein  (whether  in  fee  or  in  a 
leasehold  or  subleasehold  extending  or 
renewable  automatically  for  a  period  of 
at  least  50  years  or  such  shorter  period, 
but  at  least  15  years,  as  may  be  approved 
by  the  Board  in  accordance  with  §  545.6- 
19  of  this  Chapter)  specific  security  for 
the  payment  of  the  obligation  secured  by 
such  instrument,  provided  the  instru¬ 
ment  is  of  such  nature  that,  in  the  event 
of  default,  the  real  estate  described  in 
such  instrument  could  be  subjected  to  the 
satisfaction  of  such  obligation  with  the 
same  priority  as  a  first  mortgage  or  a 
first  deed  of  trust  in  the  jurisdiction 
where  the  real  estate  is  located. 

2.  Amend  Part  545  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  for  the  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  System  by  the  addition  of  a  new 
section,  §  545.6-19,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  545.6—19  Short-lerm  leaseholds. 

(a)  A  Federal  association  whose 
regular  lending  territory  includes  all  or 
part  of  any  county  where  under  local 
practice  lending  on  leaseholds  extending 
or  renewable  automatically  for  a  period 
of  less  than  50  years  is  prevalent  may 
seek  Board  approval  to  make  loans  on  a 
basis  similar  to  local  practice  by  filing 
an  application  with  the  Board  containing 
the  following: 

(1)  A  map  showing  the  county  in 
which  the  association  proposes  to  make 
such  loans  and  the  association’s  regular 
lending  territory: 

(2)  Citations  to  the  appropriate  pro¬ 
visions  of  local  law  authorizing  other  in¬ 
stitutional  lenders  to  make  such  loans; 
and 

(3)  Information  demonstrating  the 
competitive  necessity  for  making  such 
loans. 

(b)  Approval  of  any  such  application 
by  the  Board  shall  constitute  approval 
for  all  Federal  associations  otherwise 
authorized  to  make  loans  on  such  terms 
in  such  county. 

(See.  5,  48  Stat.  132,  as  amended:  12  U.S.C. 
1464.  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  F.R.  4981, 
3  CPR,  1947  Supp.) 

Resolved  further  that  all  interested 
persons  are  hereby  given  the  opportunity 
to  submit  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  on  the  following  subjects  and 
issues:  (1)  Whether  said  proposed 
amendment  should  be  adopted  as  pro¬ 
posed;  (2)  whether  said  proposed 
amendment  should  be  modified  and 
adopted  as  modified;  (3)  whether  said 
proposed  amendment  should  be  rejected. 
All  such  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  must  be  received  through  the  mail 
or  otherwise  at  the  Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board, 
Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  Build¬ 
ing,  101  Indiana  Avenue  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20552,  not  later  than  March 
1,  1965,  to  be  entitled  to  be  considered, 
but  any  received  later  may  be  considered 
in  the  discretion  of  the  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board. 


By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[SEAL]  Harry  W.  Caulsen, 

Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  65-909;  Piled,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:49  am.] 


[12  CFR  Part  545  1 

[No.  18,818] 

FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN 
SYSTEM 

Lending  Powers 

January  25,  1965. 

Resolved  that,  pursuant  to  Part  508  of 
the  General  Regulations  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  (12  CFR  Part 
508)  and  §  542.1  of  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  for  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
System  (12  CFR  542.1) ,  it  is  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  that  S  545.6-1  of  the  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  for  the  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  System  (12  CTH  545.6-1)  be 
amended  by  an  amendment,  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  which  is  as  follows: 

Amend  subparagraph  (4)  of  paragraph 
(a)  of  S  545.6-1  of  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  for  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
System  to  read  as  follows: 

§  545.6-1  Lending  powers  under  sec¬ 
tions  13  and  14  of  Charter  K. 

•  *  '  «  •  « 

(a)  Homes  or  combination  of  homes 
and  business  property.  *  •  * 

(4)  Loans  in  excess  of  80  percent  of 
value.  The  limitation  of  80  percent  set 
forth  in  subdivision  (i)  of  subparagraph 
(1)  of  this  paragraph  shall  be  90  percent 
in  the  case  of  any  loan  which  is  made  in 
an  amount  not  in  excess  of  $30,000  and 
with  respect  to  which  the  following  re¬ 
quirements  are  met: 

(i)  'The  association,  at  the  time  it 
makes  or  invests  its  funds  in  the  loan, 
has  general  reserves  and  surplus  equal  to 
at  least  3  percent  of  the  association’s 
assets; 

(ii)  Except  as  provided  in  subdivision 
(x)  of  this  subparagraph  (4),  the  loan 
is  made  upon  the  secmdty  of  a  first  lien 
upon  real  estate  upon  which  there  is 
located  a  structure  designed  for  residen¬ 
tial  use  for  one  family  or  two  families, 
the  construction  of  which  has  been  com¬ 
pleted  prior  to  the  date  on  which  the  se¬ 
curity  instrument  securing  the  loan  is 
executed  and  prior  to  Uie  date  on  which 
any  disbursement  on  the  loan  is  made, 
and  upon  which  there  is  not  located  any 
other  structure  designed  or  used  in  whole 
or  in  part  as  a  dwelling  or  any  structure 
designed  or  used  in  whole  or  in  part  for 
any  business  pinpose  or  for  any  purpose 
not  ancillary  to  the  residential  use  afore¬ 
said; 

(iii)  The  principal  obligation  of  the 
loan  is  specified  in  the  security  instru¬ 
ment  securing  the  loan  and  does  not 
exceed  (a)  $30,000  and  (b)  90  percent 
of  the  value  of  the  real  estate  or,  if  the 
loan  is  made  to  finance  the  purchase 
of  the  real  estate,  90  percent  of  the  pur¬ 
chase  price  set  forth  in  the  certification 
specified  in  subdivision  (vii)  of  this  sub- 
paragraph,  whichever  is  less; , 

(iv)  The  loan  conti:act  requires  that, 
in  addition  to  interest  and  principal  pay¬ 


ments  on  the  loan,  the  equivalent  of  one- 
twelfth  of  the  estimated  annual  taxes, 
assessments,  and  insurance  premiums  on 
the  real  estate  security  be  paid  monthly 
in  advance  to  the  association; 

(v)  The  borrower,  including  a  pur¬ 
chaser  defined  as  a  borrower  in  the  pro¬ 
viso  clause  of  subdivision  (x)  of  this 
subparagraph  (4).  has  executed,  not 
earlier  than  the  date  on  which  the  se¬ 
curity  instrument  securing  the  loan  is 
executed  and,  except  as  provided  by 
subdivision  (x)  of  this  subparagraph  (4) , 
not  later  than  the  date  on  which  any  dis¬ 
bursement  on  the  loan  is  made,  a  certi¬ 
fication  in  writing  to  the  association 
stating  (o)  the  purpose  for  which  the 
loan  is  sought  and,  if  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  borrower  to  purchase  the 
security  property,  the  name  of  the  ven¬ 
dor  or  vendors;  (b)  that  no  lien  or  charge 
upon  such  property,  other  than  the  lien 
of  the  association  or  liens  or  charges 
which  will  be  discharged  from  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  the  loan,  has  been  given  or  ex¬ 
ecuted  by  the  lx>rrower  or  has  been 
contracted  or  agreed  to  be  so  given  or 
executed;  and  (c)  that  the  borrower  is 
actually  occupying  the  property  as  a 
dwelling  or  that  the  borrower  in  good 
faith  intends  to  do  so; 

,  (vi)  If  the  loan  is  sought  or  assumed 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  a  purchaser 
to  acquire  the  security  property,  the  ven¬ 
dor  or  vendors  have  executed,  not  earlier, 
nor  later  than  the  dates  specified  in  sub¬ 
division  (V)  of  this  subparagraph,  a  cer¬ 
tification  in  writing  to  the  association 
stating  that  no  lien  or  charge  upon  such 
property,  other  than  the  lien  of  the  as¬ 
sociation  or  liens^or  charges  which  will 
be  discharged  from  the  proceeds  of  the 
loan,  has  been  given  or  executed  to  the 
vendor  or  vendors  by  the  purchaser  or 
has  been  contracted  or  agreed  to  be  so 
given  or  executed; 

(vii)  If  the  loan  is  sought  or  assumed 
for  the  piu-pose  of  enabling  a  purchaser 
to  acquire  the  security  property,  the  pur¬ 
chaser  and  the  vendor  or  vendors  have 
jointly  executed,  prior  to  approval  of  the 
loan,  a  certification  in  writing  to  the  as¬ 
sociation  stating  (a)  the  purchase  price 
of  the  seciurity  property  and  the  items 
comprising  such  price  and  (b)  that  there 
is  outstanding  a  contract  or  agreement 
between  the  vendor  or  vendors  and  the 
purchaser  that  the  security  property  will 
be  conveyed  to  the  purchaser; 

(viii)  The  association  has  made  or  ob¬ 
tained,  prior  to  approval  of  the  loan,  a 
written  report  on  the  credit  standing  of 
the  borrower,  as  described  in  subdivision 
(V)  of  this  subparagraph  (4) ,  and  the  fi¬ 
nancial  ability  of  such  borrower  to  under¬ 
take  and  pay  off  the  obligation  involved 
in  the  loan; 

(ix)  (a)  The  resulting  aggregate  of  the 
principal  amount  of  such  loan  as  speci¬ 
fied  in  accordance  with  subdivision  (iii) 
of  this  subparagraph  and  of  the  associa¬ 
tion’s  investment  in  the  principal  amount 
of  all  other  loans  made  under  this  sub- 
paragraph,  exclusive  of  any  such  loan 
with  respect  to  which  the  unpaid  princi¬ 
pal  balance  has  been  reduced  to  an 
amount  not  in  excess  of  80  percent  of 
the  value  of  the  property  according  to 
the  appraisal  on  which  such  loan  was 
made  (or  80  percent  of  the  purchase  price 
set  forth  in  the  certification  specified  in 
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subdivision  (vii)  of  this  subparagraph, 
if  such  purchase  price  is  less  than  such 
value) ,  does  not,  at  the  time  the  associa¬ 
tion  makes  or  invests  its  funds  in  such 
loan,  exceed  20  percent  of  the  associa¬ 
tion’s  assets : 

(b)  The  record  of  each  such  loan  shall 
show  the  date  and  amount  of  the  ap¬ 
praisal  on  which  the  loan  wsis  made  and 
the  date  of  approval  of  the  loan,  and 
the  association  shall,  so  long  as  the  loan 
is  outstanding  and  in  any  event  for  a 
period  of  at  least  three  years  from  the 
date  of  any  disbursement  on  the  loan, 
retain  in  its  record  of  the  loan  the  fore¬ 
going  data  and  all  reports  and  certifica¬ 
tions  referred  to  in  this  subparagraph; 
and 

(X)  Notwithstanding  the  requirements 
of  subdivision  (ii)  of  this  subparagraph, 
a  loan  imder  this  subparagraph  (4)  may 
be  made  to  finance  the  construction  of  a 
structure  as  described  in  subdivision  (ii) 
of  this  subparagraph,  but  the  amount  by 
which  such  a  loan  exceeds  80  percent  of 
the  value  of  the  real  estate  shall  not  be 
disbursed  unless  and  imtil  construction 
has  been  fully  completed.  If  the  loan  is 
made  to  finance  construction  of  such 
structure  for  sale,  the  amoxmfby  which 
such  loan  exceeds  80  percent  of  the  value 
of  the  real  estate  shall  not  be  disbursed 
unless  and  until  construction  hsis  been 
fully  completed,  the  property  has  been 
sold  and  title  has  been  conveyed  to  a 
purchaser  who  has  executed  an  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  association  assuming  and 
agreeing  to  pay  the  loan,  and  there  is 
compliance  with  all  of  the  provisions  of 
this  subparagraph  (4)  except  as  specifi¬ 
cally  waived  in  this  subdivision  (x) :  Pro¬ 
vided.  That,  for  the  purpose  of  such  com¬ 
pliance  the  unpaid  balance  of  the  loan 
at  the  date  of  execution  of  the  said  as¬ 
sumption  agreement  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  the  principal  obligation  of  the  loan; 
the  date  of  execution  of  the  said  assump¬ 
tion  agreement  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
the  date  of  approval  of  the  loan,  of  the 
purchase  of  the  property,  of  the  execu¬ 
tion  of  the  security  instrument,  and  of 
disbursement  of  the  loan;  the  person  or 
concern  to  whom  the  loan  was  made  to 
finance  construction  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  the  vendor;  and  the  purchaser  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  the  borrower. 

«  •  *  •  • 

(Sec.  5,  48  Stat.  132,  as  amended;  12  U.S.C. 
1464.  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  F.R.  4981, 
3  CFR,  1947  Supp.) 

Resolved  further  that  all  interested 
persons  are  hereby  given  the  opportimity 
to  submit  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  on  the  following  subjects  and  is¬ 
sues:  (1)  Whether  said  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  should  be  adopted  as  proposed;  (2) 
whether  said  proposed  amendment 
should  be  modified  and  adopted  as  modi¬ 
fied;  (3)  whether  said  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  should  be  rejected.  All  such  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  must  be 
received  through  the  mail  or  otherwise 
at  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board  Building,  101  Indiana 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20552, 
not  later  than  March  1,  1965,  to  be  en¬ 
titled  to  be  considered,  but  any  received 
later  may  be  considered  in  the  discretion 
of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 


By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[seal]  Harry  W.  Caulsbn, 

Secretary. 

[PJR.  Doc.  65-910;  Piled.  Jan.  27,  1966; 
8:49  a.m.] 


[12  CFR  Part  545  1 

[No.  18,820) 

FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN 
SYSTEM 

Mobile  Facilities 

January  25,  1965. 

Resolved  that,  pursuant  to  Part  508 
of  the  General  Regulations  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  (12  CFR 
Part  508)  and  Secticm  542.1  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  for  the  Federal  Savings 
and  Loan  System  (12  Cm  542.1)  it  is 
hereby  proposed  that  Part  545  of  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  for  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  System  (12  CFR  Part 
545)  be  amended  by  an  amendment,  the 
substance  of  which  is  as  follows; 

Amend  Part  545  by  adding,  immedi¬ 
ately  after  §  545.14-1,  a  new  section, 

§  545.14-2,  as  follows: 

§  545.14—2  Mobile  facility. 

(a)  General  provisions.  In  order  to 
provide  savings  and  loan  services  in  areas 
which  are  not  otherwise  provided  with 
such  services  locally,  a  Federal  associa¬ 
tion  may  establish  and  operate  a  mobile 
facility  at  2  or  more  locations,  each  of 
which  shall  be  more  than  10  miles  frmn 
the  location  of  any  home  or  branch  office 
or  agency  of  any  other  savings  and  loan 
association  insured  by  the  Federal  Sav¬ 
ings  and  Loan  Insiuance  Corporation, 
subject  to  the  following  requirements 
and  limitations: 

(1)  Prior  to  the  establishment  and 
operation  of  any  such  facility,  the  asso¬ 
ciation  shall  obtain  approved  by  the 
Board  of  em  application  by  the  sissocia- 
tion  for  permission  to  do  so; 

(2)  Such  feusility  shall  be  operated 
only  at  locations  approved  by  the  Board, 
each  of  which  shall  at  all  times  be  appro¬ 
priately  identified  at  the  site,  and  shall 
be  within  the  State  in  which  the  associa¬ 
tion’s  home  office  is  located  eund  within 
the  association’s  r^ular  lending  area; 

(3)  Such  facility  shall  be  open  for 
business  at  the  same  location  on  the  same 
day  or  days  (not  to  exceed  2  days)  of 
each  week,  during  such  hours,  aggre¬ 
gating  a  total  of  not  less  than  4  hours  a 
day.  as  the  association’s  board  of  di¬ 
rectors  may  from  time  to  time  determine; 

(4)  Any  business  of  the  association, 
as  authorized  by  its  board  of  directors, 
may  be  transacted  at  such  facility,  except 
that  loans,  other  than  loans  to  borrowers 
on  the  security  of  their  savings  accounts 
in  the  association,  shall  not  be  approved 
at  any  such  facility,  and  a  detailed  record 
of  the  transactions  of  each  such  facility 
shall  be  maintained  as  provided  by 
S  545.13; 

(5)  The  mobile  equipment  used  in  the 
establishment  and  operation  of  such  fa¬ 
cility  shall  not,  while  in  transit,  display 


or  in  any  manner  engage  in  any  adver¬ 
tising  whatsoever  or  identify  such  Fed¬ 
eral  association  or  any  location  at  which 
any  business  of  the  association  may  be 
transacted;  and 

(6)  Without  prior  approval  by  the 
Board,  operation  of  such  facility  shall 
not  be  continued  at  any  location  after 
the  expiration  of  such  period  of  time  as 
the  Board  may  prescril^  with  respect  to 
operation  of  the  facility  at  such  location. 

(b)  Application  for  permission  to 
establish  and  operate  a  mobile  facility. 
Each  application  to  the  Board  by  a  Fed¬ 
eral  association  for  permission  to  estab¬ 
lish  and  operate  a  mobile  facility  shall; 

(1)  State  each  location  at  which  it  is 
proposed  to  operate  such  facility; 

(2)  Show  that  there  is  a  need  for  such 
facility  at  each  such  location  and  that 
it  is  not  feasible  to  establish  a  full-time 
office  at  any  such  location; ' 

(3)  State  the  functions  to  be  per¬ 
formed  at  each  location  and  the  person¬ 
nel  to  be  provided; 

(4)  Include  an  estimate  of  the  aimual 
volume  of  business  to  be  transacted  at 
each  location,  and  an  estimate  of  the  ag¬ 
gregate  amount  of  annual  income  and 
expense  of  such  facility; 

(5)  Describe  fully  the  equipment  to  be 
provided  for  the  operation  of  such  facil¬ 
ity  and  the  procedures  for  incorporating 
the  business  transacted  by  such  facility 
at  each  location  into  the  complete  record 
of  all  business  transacted  by  the  asso¬ 
ciation;  and 

(6)  Be  supported  by  a  map  on  which 
the  applicant  association’s  regular  lend¬ 
ing  area  is  delineated  and  which  iden¬ 
tifies  (i)  each  location  at  which  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  establish  and  operate  such  fa¬ 
cility;  (ii)  the  location  of  such  associa¬ 
tion’s  home  office  and  each  of  its  branch 
offices;  (ili)  the  location  of  any  com¬ 
petitive  savings  and  loan  and  bank  of¬ 
fices;  and  (iv)  the  distance  between  each 
proposed  location  of  such  facility  and 
the  location  of  each  of  the  foregoing 
offices. 

(Sec.  6,  48  stat.  132,  as  amended:  12  US.C. 
1464.  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947, 12  P.R.  4981, 
3  CPR,  1947  Supp.) 

Resolved  further  that  all  interested 
persons  are  hereby  given  the  opportunity 
to  submit  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  on  the  following  subjects  and  is¬ 
sues:  (1)  Whether  said  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  should  be  adopted  as  proposed; 
(2)  whether  said  proposed  amendment 
should  be  modified  and  adopted  as  modi¬ 
fied;  (3)  whether  said  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  should  be  rejected.  All  such  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  must  be 
received  through  the  mail  or  otherwise 
at  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board  Building,  101  Indiana 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20552, 
not  later  than  March  1,  1965,  to  be  en¬ 
titled  to  be  considered,  but  any  received 
later  may  be  considered  in  the  discretion 
of  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[seal]  Harry  W.  Caulsen, 

Secretary. 

[PH.  Doc.  65-911;  PUed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:49  am.) 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[17  CFR  Part  2401 

[Release  34-7518] 

PROXY  RULES 

Extension  of  Time  for  Comments  on 
Proposed  Amendments 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Com> 
mission  has  extended  to  February  15, 
1965  the  period  of  time  within  which 
comments  may  be  submitted  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  Commission’s 
proxy  rules.  The  proposed  amendments 
were  published  December  7,  1964  in  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  7481 
(29  F.R.  18386,  December  24, 1964) .  The 
extension  was  granted  at  the  request  of 
persons  who  desire  additional  time  in 
which  to  submit  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments.  The  time  for  sub¬ 
mitting  such  comments  had  previously 
been  extended  from  January  4  to  Jan¬ 
uary  15,  1965  (Securities  Exchange  Act 
Release  No.  7487,  29  F.R.  19263). 

By  the  Commission,  January  21, 1965. 

[seal  1  Or  VAL  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-870;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 

[TJD.  56349] 

STANDARD  NEWSPRINT  PAPER 
Tariff  Classification 

January  22, 1965. 

Reference  is  made  to  TD.  56321,  dated 
December  10,  1964,  setting  out  proposed 
specifications  descriptive  of  most  stand¬ 
ard  newsprint  papers  provided  for  in 
Item  252.65,  Schedule  2,  Subpart  B, 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States,  an 
announcement  with  respect  to  which 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  December  2, 1964. 

After  consideration  of  all  representa¬ 
tions  received  and  all  other  pertinent 
material,  the  Bureau  hereby  holds  that: 

The  twt  for  determining  whether  a 
paper  is  classifiable  as  standard  news¬ 
print  paper  imder  Item  252.65  is  whether 
at  the  time  of  its  importation  the  paper 
Is  of  that  class  or  kind  chiefly  used  in 
the  United  States  in  the  printing  of 
newspapers. 

Chief  use  is  determinable  by  the  use 
In  the  United  States  at,  or  Immediately 
prior  to,  the  date  of  importation,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  General  Interpretive 
Rule  10(e)  (i)  of  the  General  Headnotes 
and  Rules  of  Interpretation  of  the  Tariff 
Schedules  of  the  United  States,  which 
provides: 

10(e)  In  the  absence  of  special  language  or 
context  which  otherwise  requires — (1)  a 
tariff  classification  controlled  by  use  (other 
than  actual  use)  is  to  be  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  use  in  the  United  States 
at,  or  immediately  prior  to,  the  date  of  im¬ 
portation,  of  articles  of  that  class  or  kind  to 
which  the  Imported  articles  belong,  and  the 
controlling  use  is  the  chief  use,  i.e.,  the  use 
which  exceeds  all  other  uses  (if  any)  com¬ 
bined; 

The  Bureau  is  presently  of  the  opinion 
that  most  papers  which  conform  to  the 
following  descriptive  specifications: 

Weight — 500  sheets  each  24  by  36  inches  not 
less  than  30  pounds  nor  more  than  35 
pounds. 

Size — Rolls  not  less  than  13  inches  wide  and 
28  inches  in  diameter.  Sheets  not  less 
than  20  by  30  inches. 

Thickness — Not  over  0.0042  inch. 

Sizing — Time  of  transudation  of  water  shall 
be  not  more  than  10  seconds  by  the  ground 
glass  method. 

Ash  content — Not  more  than  6.6  percent. 

Color  and  finish — White;  or  tinted  shades 
of  pink,  peach  or  green  in  rolls;  not  more 
than  50  percent  gloss  when  tested  with 
the  IngersoU  glarimeter. 

are  of  that  class  or  kind  of  papers  chiefly 
used  in  the  printing  of  newspapers  in  the 
United  States  and  are,  accordingly, 
classifiable  as  standard  newsprint  paper 
imder  Item  252.65,  Tariff  Schedules  of 
the  United  States,  so  long  as  the  exist¬ 
ing  conditions  of  chief  use  prevail. 

In  the  event  it  is  established  that  a 
type  of  paper  not  conforming  to  the  fore- 
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going  descriptive  specifications  is  chiefly 
used  in  the  United  States  within  the 
meaning  of  General  Interpretative  Rule 
10(e)  (1).  quoted  above,  in  the  printing 
of  newspapers  in  the  United  States,  addi¬ 
tional  descriptive  specifications  will  be 
announced,  of  which  due  notice  will  be 
given  in  the  Federal  Register  and  in  the 
weekly  Treasury  Decisions.  Claims  of 
such  chief  use  or  of  changes  in  chief 
use  will  be  passed  upon  as  they  are  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  Bureau  by  the  parties  in 
interest. 

[SEAL]  Lester  D.  Johnson, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-958;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:50  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Order  No.  39] 

ALASKA 

Cancelling  Small  Tract  Classification 
Order 

January  21, 1965. 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  me  by  the  Alaska  State  Director 
and  published  in  29  FJt.  3015,  March  5, 
1964, 1  hereby  cancel  Small  Tract  Classi- 
flcation  Order  No.  39. 

2.  The  subject  lands  formerly  within 
Small  Tract  Classiflcation  Order  No.  39 
are  described  as  follows: 

Fairbanks  Meridian 

T.  5S..R.  4E., 

Sec.  23,  lots  8, 9, 11,  and  19. 

Containing  17.73  acres. 

3.  This  order  will  take  effect  as  soon 
as  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Ross  A.  Youngblood, 
Manager,  Fairbanks  District 
and  Land  Office. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-873;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:46  am.] 

[Order  No.  83] 

ALASKA 

Cancelling  Small  Tract  Classification 
Order  ^ 

January  21,  1965. 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Alaska  State  Director 'and 
published  in  29  FJfl.  3015,  March  5,  1964, 
I  hereby  cancel  Small  Tract  Classiflca¬ 
tion  Order  No.  83. 

2.  The  subject  lands  formerly  within 
Small  Tract  Classiflcation  Order  No.  83 
are  described  as  follows : 

U. S.  Survey  3204, 

Loti; 

U.S.  Survey  3208, 

Lots  5, 11, 17, 20; 

U.S.  Survey  3209, 

Lots  38, 41: 


U.S.  Survey  3211, 

Lot  92. 

Containing  9.61  acres. 

3.  This  order  will  take  effect  as  soon 
as  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Ross  A.  Youngblood, 
Manager,  Fairbanks  District 
and  Land  Office. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-874;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 


NEVADA 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Nevada  Protraction 
Diagrams 

January  20, 1965. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  effective 
at  and  after  10:00  a.m.,  February  23, 1965, 
the  following  protraction  diagrams  are 
officially  filed  of  record  in  the  Nevada 
Land  Office.  In  accordance  with  Title 
43  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  these 
protractions  will  become  the  basic  rec¬ 
ord  for  describing  the  land  for  all  au¬ 
thorized  purposes.  Until  this  date  and 
time  the  diagrams  have  been  placed  in 
open  flies  and  are  available  to  the  public 
for  information  only. 

Nevada  Protraction  Diagrams 
Noe.  152  through  156 

MOUNT  DIABLO  MERIDIAN 

No.  152 

T.  19  N..R.45E. 

No.  153 

T.  1  S.,  R.  40>/4  E. 

No.  154 

T.2S.,R.40‘A  E. 

T.3S.,  R.  40^  E. 

T.  4  S.,  R.  40Vi  E. 

No.  155 

T.5S.,R.  41 V4  E. 

T.6S.,R.  41 E. 

T.  7S.,  R.41%  E. 

T.  6  S.,  R.  42  E. 

T.  6  S.,  R.  42  E. 

T.  7  S.,  R.  42  E. 

No.  156 

T.  8  S.,  R.  41  E. 

T.  8  S.,  R.  42  E. 

T.  9  S.,  R.  42  E. 

Copies  of  these  diagrams  are  for  sale 
at  one  dollar  ($1.00)  each  by  the  Nevada 
Land  Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Post  Office  Box  No.  1551,  Reno, 
Nev. 

Daniel  P.  Baker, 
Land  Office  Manager. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-875;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 


NEW  MEXICO 

Notice  of  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Reservation  of  Lands 

January  21,  1965. 

The  Forest  Service,  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  has  flled  three 
applications,  serial  Nos.  New  Mexico 
0556017,  New  Mexico  0556018,  and  New 
Mexico  0556023,  for  the  withdrawal  of 
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Thursday,  January  28,  1965 

the  lands  described  below.  The  lands 
were  conveyed  to  the  United  States  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  8  of  the  Taylor  Grazing 
Act.  They  lie  within  the  exterior 
boundaries  of  the  Cibola  National  Forest. 
They  have  not  been  open  to  entry  under 
the  public  land  laws.  The  applicant  de¬ 
sires  the  lands  for  the  addition  to,  and 
the  consolidation  with  I^ational  Forest 
to  permit  more  eflBcient  adminis¬ 
tration  thereof  in  the  conservation  of 
national  resources. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  in  coimection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  Man¬ 
ager,  Post  Office  Box  1449,  Santa  Fe, 
N.Mex.,  87501. 

The  authorized  officer  of  the  Bmeau 
of  Land  Management  will  undertake 
such  investigations  as  are  necessai-y  to 
determine  the  existing  and  potential  de¬ 
mand  for  the  lands  and  their  resources. 
He  will  also  undertake  negotiations  with 
the  applicant  agency  with  the  view  of 
adjusting  the  application  to  reduce  the 
area  to  the  minimum  essential  to  meet 
the  applicant’s  needs,  to  provide  for  the 
mfl.ximiim  concurrent  utilization  of  the 
lands  for  purposes  other  than  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s,  to  eliminate  lands  needed  for 
purposes  more  essential  than  the  appli¬ 
cant’s,  and  to  reach  agreement  on  the 
concurrent  management  of  the  lands  and 
their  resources. 

He  will  also  prepare  a  report  for  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  who  will  determine  whether  or  not 
the  lands  will  be  withdrawn  as  requested 
by  the  Forest  Service. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary 
on  the  application  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice 
will  be  sent  to  each  Interested  party  of 
record. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  annoimced. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

New  Mexico  Principai.  Meridian 

NEW  MEXICO 

T.  10N.,R.  11  W., 

Sec.  4,  lots  1,  2,  Ey2SE%NEV4; 

Secs.  9, 21, 23. 24,  25, 26  and  27; 

Sec.  28.  NV4,  NEV4SW^,  8EV4; 

Sec.  29; 

Sec.  31,  NEV^,  NV4SE^, 8E>4SEV4; 

Sec.  33; 

Sec.34,NVi.SWV4. 

The  area  described  contains  7140.80 
acres. 

Michael  T.  Solan, 
Manager, 

New  Mexico  Land  Office. 
[P.R.  Doc.  65-876;  PUed,  Jan.  27;  1965; 

8:47  ajn.] 


(Classification  Order  C6-7;  Riverside  05653] 

CALIFORNIA 

Small  Tract  Classification;  Opening 
Unclassified  Land  to  Application 
January  21,  1965. 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  delegated  to 
the  State  Director  by  Bureau  Order  No. 


701  dated  July  23,  1964  (29  F.R.  10526) 
as  redelegated,  I  hereby  classify  and  open 
the  following  described  public  land, 
totaling  5  acres  in  Riverside  County, 
Calif.,  as  suitable  for  sale  imder  the 
SmaU  Tract  Act  of  June  1, 1938  (52  Stat. 
609,  43  UJS.C.  682a)  as  amended: 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 

T.  6  S.,  R.  23  E.. 

Sec.  6,  E  SE  V4  N W^^  NE  ‘4 . 

Containing  5  acres. 

2.  Classification  of  the  above-described 
lands  by  this  order  segregates  them  from 
all  appropriations,  including  location 
under  the  mining  laws,  except  as  to  ap¬ 
plication  imder  the  mineral  leasing  laws. 

3.  The  subject  land  contains  a  rock 
crushing  mill  and  related  milling  im¬ 
provements  claimed  by  the  General  Min¬ 
erals  Company,  Post  Office  Box  13, 
Blsrthe,  Calif.  In  the  event  the  General 
Minerals  Company  is  not  the  successful 
bidder  for  this  tract,  it  will  be  allowed 
a  reasonable  period  of  time  within  which 
to  negotiate  with  the  successful  bidder 
as  to  the  disposition  of  the  improvements 
thereon.  The  General  Minerals  Com¬ 
pany  has  the  right  to  remove  any  im¬ 
provements  that  can  be  removed  without 
substantial  damage  to  the  land  or  to  sell 
them  to  the  successful  bidder.  The  suc¬ 
cessful  bidder  will  be  required  to  pay  the 
General  Minerals  Company  a  price  mu¬ 
tually  agreed  upon  with  it  for  any  im¬ 
provements  it  decides  to  leave  upon  the 
land  and  which  are  of  value  to  the  suc¬ 
cessful  bidder.  Proof  of  such  agreement 
and  pasmient  must  be  filed  within  rea¬ 
sonable  time  with  the  Manager,  River¬ 
side  District  and  Land  Office,  1414  Eighth 
Street,  Riverside,  Calif.  Upon  a  show¬ 
ing  of  inability  to  agree,  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  will  determine  the 
fair  and  reasonable  value  of  the  improve¬ 
ments  left  upon  the  land  for  which  com¬ 
pensation  must  be  paid.  Failure  of  the 
successful  bidder  within  a  reasonable 
time  to  file  proof  of  full  compensation 
to  the  General  Minerals  Company  as 
herein  provided,  will  lead  to  the  vacation 
of  the  sale  and  return  of  the  high  bid. 

4.  Hie  lands  are  located  about  nine 
miles  from  Blythe,  Riverside  County, 
Calif.,  at  an  elevation  of  approximately 
300  feet. 

5.  The  tract  will  be  subject  to  all  valid 
existing  rights  and  a  right-of-way  along 
the  north  and  west  edges  of  33  feet  for 
road  and  utility  purposes. 

Hall  H.  McClain, 
Manager,  Riverside  District 
and  Land  Office. 

[PJl.  Doc.  65-898;  Plied,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:48  aju.j 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

[Docket  No.  Sub-B-20I 

BETHEL,  INC. 

Notice  of  Hearing 

Bethel,  Inc.,  New  Bedford,  Mass.,  has 
applied  for  a  fishing  vessel  construction 
differential  subsidy  to  aid  in  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  86-foot  over-all  steel  ves¬ 
sel  to  engage  in  the  fishery  for  scallops, 
groundfish,  lobsters,  and  swordfish. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  United  States  Fishing 


Fleet  Improvement  Act  (P.L.  88-498) 
and  Notice  and  Hearing  on  Subsidies  (50 
CFR  Part  257)  that  a  hearing  .in  the 
above-entitled  proceedings  will  be  held 
on  February  19,  1965,  at  9:00  a.m.,  ejs.t. 
in  Room  3356,  Interior  Building,  18th 
and  C  Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Any  person  desiring  to  intervene  must 
file  a  petition  of  intervention  with  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  Commercial  Fish¬ 
eries,  as  prescribed  in  50  CTR  Part  257  at 
least  10  days  prior  to  the  date  set  for  the 
hearing.  If  such  petition  of  intervention 
is  granted,  the  place  of  hearing  may  be 
changed  to  a  field  location.  Telegraphic 
notice  will  be  given  to  the  parties  in  the 
event  of  such  a  change  along  with  the 
new  location. 

Donald  L.  McKernan, 

Director, 

Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries. 

January  25,  1965. 

[PJl.  Doc.  65-891;  Piled,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  Sub-B-16] 

BOAT  COMMODORE  OF  N.B.,  INC. 

Notice  of  Hearing 

Boat  Commodore  of  N.B.,  Inc.,  New 
Bedford,  Mass.,  has  applied  for  a  fish¬ 
ing  vessel  construction  differential  sub¬ 
sidy  to  aid  in  the  construction  of  an  86- 
foot  over-all  wood  vessel  to  engage  in  the 
fishery  for  scallops,  jroundfish,  fioun- 
ders,  and  lobsters. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  United  States  Fishing 
Fleet  Improvement  Act  (P.L.  88-498) 
and  Notice  and  Hearing  on  Subsidies  (50 
CFR  Part  257)  that  a  hearing  in  the 
above-entitled  proceedings  will  be  held 
on  March  2,  1965,  at  9:00  a.m.,  e.s.t.  in 
Room  3356,  Interior  Building,  18th  and 
C  Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Any 
person  desiring  to  intervene  must  file  a 
petition  of  intervention  with  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries,  as 
prescribed  in  50  CFR  Part  257  at  least 
10  days  prior  to  the  date  set  for  the  hear¬ 
ing.  If  such  petition  of  intervention  is 
granted,  the  place  of  the  hearing  may  be 
changed  to  a  field  location.  Telegraphic 
notice  will  be  given  to  the  parties  in  the 
event  of  such  a  change  along  with  the 
new  location. 

Donald  L.  McKernan, 

Director, 

Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries. 

January  25, 1965. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-892;  Piled.  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  Sub-S-4] 

EINAR  PEDERSEN 
Notice  of  Hearing 

Einar  Pedersen,  Seattle,  Wash.,  has 
applied  for  a  fishing  vessel  construction 
differential  subsidy  to  aid  in  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  97-foot  over-all  steel  vessel 
to  engage  in  the  fishery  for  halibut.  King 
crab,  bottom  fish,  black  cod,  and  alba- 
core,  including  filleting  and  freezing  on 
the  high  seas. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  United  States  Pishing 
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Fleet  Improvement  Act  (PXi.  88-498) 
and  Notice  and  Hearing  on  Subsidies 
(50  CFR  Part  257)  that  a  hearing  in  the 
above-entitled  proceedings  will  be  held 
on  February  25,  1965,  at  9:00  am.,  ejs.t. 
in  Room  3356,  Interior  Building,  18th 
and  C  Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Any  person  desiring  to  intervene  must 
file  a  petition  of  intervention  with  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  Commercial  Fish¬ 
eries,  as  prescribed  in  50  CFR  Part  257 
at  least  10  days  prior  to  the  date  set  for 
the  hearing.  If  such  petition  of  inter¬ 
vention  is  granted,  the  place  of  the  hear¬ 
ing  may  be  changed  to  a  field  location. 
Telegraphic  notice  will  be  given  to  the 
parties  in  the  event  of  such  a  change 
along  with  the  new  location. 

Donald  L.  McKernan, 

Director, 

Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries. 

January  25,  1965. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-893;  Piled,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:47  ajn.j 


OfRce  of  the  Secretary 
RUSSELL  V.  KNAPP 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during 
the  past  6  months; 

(1)  None. 

(2)  None. 

(3)  None. 

(4)  None. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Janu¬ 
ary  13, 1965. 

Dated:  January  13, 1965. 

Russell  V.  Knapp. 

JPJl.  Doc.  65-877;  PUed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:47  am.] 


LEWIS  W.  LENGNICK 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)(6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during 
the  past  6  months: 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  Sold  Communication  Satellite. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  January 

12, 1965. 

Dated:  January  12, 1965. 

Lewis  W.  Lengnick. 

[FJt.  Doc.  65-878;  PUed.  Jan.  37,  1965; 
8:47  a  .m.] 


CHARLES  S.  McNEER 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during 
the  past  6  months: 

(1)  No  change. 

(2)  No  change. 

(3)  No  change. 

(4)  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  January 
14, 1965. 

Dated:  January  14, 1965. 

C.  S.  McNeer. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-879;  Piled,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:47  a.m] 


LEROY  J.  SCHULTZ 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during  the 
past  6  months: 

(1)  None. 

(2)  None. 

(3)  None. 

(4)  None. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  January 

14, 1965. 


(1)  By  Public  Land  Order  3521  of  Jan¬ 
uary  9,  1965  (30  F.R.  271),  the  lands  in 
the  above  described  townships  and  ranges 
were  (H>ened  to  oil  and  gas  leasing,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  filing  of  approved  leasing 
maps. 

(2)  The  foregoing  protraction  dia¬ 
grams,  additionally  labeled  “Official 
Leasing  Map— PIX)  3521“  and  “Revised 
January  18, 1965,  to  show  leasing  blocks,” 
are  hereby  approved  and  will  be  officially 
filed  simultaneously  with  the  protraction 
diagrams.  They  constitute  the  approved 
leasing  maps  required  by  Public  Land 
Order  3521.  (^y  those  lands  delineated 
and  described  as  leasing  blocks  on  the 
officisd  leasing  maps  are  made  available 
for  leasing  offers  by  tills  notice. 


f 

Dated:  January  14, 1965. 

L.  J.  Schultz. 

[PJt.  Doc.  65-880;  Piled,  Jan.  27,  1966- 
8:47  ajn.J 


CHARLES  W.  WATSON 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro- 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  during  the 
past  6  months: 

(1)  None. 

(2)  None. 

(3)  None. 

(4)  None. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  January 

15, 1965. 

Dated:  January  15, 1965. 

C.  W.  Watson. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-881;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:47  am.] 


ALASKA 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Protraction  Dia¬ 
grams  for  Northern  Alaska  and  of 
Availability  of  Lands  for  Noncom¬ 
petitive  Oil  and  Gas  Leasing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  approved  protraction  diagrams  wiU 
be  officially  filed  in  the  District  and  Land 
Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Fairbanks,  Alaska,  at  10:00  aon.  on  Jan¬ 
uary  29,  1965. 


(3)  On  the  date  the  approved  leasing, 
maps  are  officially  filed  in  the  Fairbanks 
District  and  Land  Office,  the  lands  de¬ 
scribed  therein  will  become  available  for 
noncompetitive  oil  and  gas  leasing  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of 
February  25, 1920  (41  Stat.  437;  30  U.S.C. 
sec.  181,  et  seq.),  as  amended,  the  regu¬ 
lations  in  43  CTH  Part  3120,  and  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  notice. 

(a)  In  accordance  with  section  1  of 
Public  Land  Order  3521  all  offers  to  lease 
the  above  described  lands  must  describe 
the  land  applied  for  by  block  numbers 
in  the  specified  townships  as  shown  on 
the  approved  leasing  maps.  Each  leas¬ 
ing  block  will  be  deemed  to  be  a  legal 
subdivision,  subject  to  the  restriction 
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on  assignments  of  part  of  a  legal  sub¬ 
division  as  set  forth  in  43  CFR  3128.1. 

(b)  Offers  to  lease  these  lands  in  the 
manner  set  out  in  paragraph  (c)  may 
be  filed  in  the  Fairbanks  District  and 
Land  Office  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement  from  10:00  a.m.  on  January  29. 
1965  until  10:00  ajn.  on  March  31,  1965. 
Such  offers  will  be  considered  as  having 
been  simultaneously  filed.  The  priori¬ 
ties  of  all  conflicting  offers  will  be  de¬ 
termined  in  accordance  with  the  regula¬ 
tions  in  43  CFR  1821.2-3  at  a  public 
drawing. 

(c)  Offers  to  lease  must  be  submitted 
on  a  “Special  Oil  and  Gas  Drawing  Entry 
Card,”  Form  4-1730,  signed  by  the  appli¬ 
cant.  The  card  will  constitute  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s  offer  to  lease  the  described  block 
of  land  by  participating  in  the  drawing 
to  determine  the  successful  drawee.  By 
signing  and  submitting  the  entry  card, 
the  applicant  agrees  that  he  will  be 
bound  to  a  lease  on  Form  4-1158  for  the 
described  block  if  such  a  lease  is  issued 
to  him  as  the  result  of  the  drawing. 
Only  one  entry  card  will  be  drawn  for 
each  leasing  block.  The  entry  card  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  $10  filing  fee  and 
the  first  year’s  advance  rental  for  the 
total  area  as  i^own  on  the  appropriate 
approved  leasing  map.  The  advance 
rental  must  be  paid  by  cash,  money  order, 
certified  check,  bank  draft,  or  bank 
cashier’s  check.  The  advance  rental 
must  be  submitted  separately  with  each 
offer.  The  “Special  Oil  and  Gas  Draw¬ 
ing  Entry  Card”  may  be  obtained  frtun 
the  land  offices  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  in  Fairbanks  and  Anchor¬ 
age,  Aiaska,  from  the  Field  Administra¬ 
tive  Office  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  Federal  Center,  Denver,  Colo., 
or  from  the  office  of  the  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C..  20240. 

(d)  Upon  the  determination  of  the 
successful  drawee  for  a  particular  block, 
and  upon  execution  of  the  lease  in  behalf 
of  the  United  States  by  the  authorized 
officer,  the  first  year’s  rental  will  be  im¬ 
mediately  earned  and  deposited  in  the 
United  States  Treasury,  and  will  not  be 
returnable.  However,  if  an  offeror  with¬ 
draws  his  offer  to  lease  prior  to  the  draw¬ 
ing  or  if  his  offer  is  rejected,  the  advance 
rental  will  be  returned  to  him.  Unsuc¬ 
cessful  drawees  will  be  notified  thereof 
by  the  return  of  their  respective  entry 
cards. 

(e)  Any  lands  which  are  not  included 
in  offers  to  lease  filed  during  the  simul¬ 
taneous  filing  period,  or  for  which  leases 
do  not  issue,  will  become  subject  to  leas¬ 
ing  in  the  usual  manner  on  a  priority  of 
filing  basis  and  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations  in  43  CFR  Part  3120,  except 
that  such  offers  to  lease  must  describe 
the  lands  by  the  leasing  blocks  as  shown 
on  the  approved  leasing  maps. 

(f)  The  drawing  entry  cards  of  un¬ 
successful  applicants  will  be  made  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  43  CFR  Part  2,  sixty 
days  after  the  drawing  is  completed. 

(4)  No  special  leasing  stipulations  will 
be  imposed  on  those  portions  of  the  des¬ 
ignated  leasing  blocks  which  lie  within 
the  boundary  of  the  Arctic  National 
Wildlife  Range. 


(5)  Copies  of  the  protraction  diagrams 
listed  herein  and  the  approved  leasing 
maps  may  be  purchased  at  $1.00  per  sheet 
from  the  Fairbanks  District  and  Land 
Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  516 
Second  Avenue,  Fairbanks,  Alaska,  99701. 

Stewart  L.  Udall, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

January  26,  1965. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-943;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:50  a.m.) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AfiRICUlTURE 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 

[Notice  6] 

FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE 
CONTRACTS  ON  COTTON 

Notice  of  Date  of  Termination  for 
1965  Crop  Year  in  Certain  Counties 
or  States 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
in  subsection  15(a)  of  the  policy  shown 
in  §  401.11  of  Title  7,  as  amended,  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  any  contract  of  in¬ 
surance  on  cotton  for  the  1965  crop  year 
to  be  grown  in  a  following  named  coimty 
(as  defined  in  subsection  21(b)  of  the 
Policy  shown  in  such  §  401.11)  is  termi¬ 
nated  on  January  31;  1965,  if  on  such 
date  under  any  such  contract  any 
amount  due  the  Corporation  from  the 
insured  for  insurance  on  such  agricul¬ 
tural  commodity  for  any  crop  year  end¬ 
ing  prior  to  such  date  remains  unpaid, 
and  the  insured  has  not  complied  with 
a  request  by  the  Corporation  that  ar¬ 
rangements  satisfactory  to  the  Corpora¬ 
tion  be  made  for  the  payment  of  the 
premium  for  insurance  on  such  agri¬ 
cultural  commodity  for  any  such  crop 
year. 

Texas 

Nueces.  San  Patricio. 

Refugio. 

[seal]  John  N.  Luft, 

Manager, 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-913;  Filed  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:50  a.m.] 


[Notice  7] 

FEDERAL  CROP  INSURANCE  CON¬ 
TRACTS  ON  GRAIN  SORGHUM 

Notice  of  Date  of  Termination  for 
1965  Crop  Year  in  Certain  Counties 
or  States 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
subsection  15(a)  of  the  Policy  shown  in 
§  401.11  of  Title  7,  as  amended,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  any  contract  of  in¬ 
surance  on  grain  sorghum  for  the  1965 
crop  year  to  be  grown  in  a  following 
named  county  (as  defined  in  subsection 
21(b)  of  the  Policy  shown  in  such 
§401.11)  is  terminated  on  January  31, 
1965,  if  on  such  date  under  any  such 
contract  any  amount  due  the  Corpora¬ 
tion  from  the  insured  for  insurance  on 
such  agricultural  commodity  for  any 
crop  year  ending  prior  to  such  date  re¬ 
mains  unpaid,  and  the  insured  has  not 


complied  with  a  request  by  the  Corpora¬ 
tion  that  arrangements  satisfactory  to 
the  Corporation  be  made  for  the  payment 
of  the  premium  for  Insurance  on  such 
agricultural  commodity  for  any  such  crop 
year. 

Texas 

Nueces.  San  Patricio. 

Refugio. 

[SEAL]  John  N.  Luft, 

Manager, 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-914;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:50  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNIGATIDNS 
CDMMISSIDN 

[Docket  No.  15668  etc.;  FOC  65R-21] 

CHICAGOLAND  TV  CO.  ET  AL. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Amending  Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Frederick  B.  Liv¬ 
ingston  and  ’Thomas  L.  Davis,  doing 
business  as  Chicagoland  TV  Co.,  Chicago, 
ni..  Docket  No.  15668,  FUe  No.  BPCT- 
3116;  Warner  Bros.  Pictures,  Inc.,  Chi¬ 
cago.  HI..  Docket  No.  15669,  FUe  No. 
BPCT-3271;  Chicago  Federation  of  La¬ 
bor  and  Industrial  Union  Council,  Chi¬ 
cago,  m..  Docket  No.  15708,  File  No. 
BPCT-3439;  for  construction  permit  for 
new  television  broadcast  station. 

By  the  Review  Board:  Board  member 
Nelson  not  participating. 

1.  Chicago  Federation  of  Labor  and 
Industrial  Union  Council  (WCFL)  peti¬ 
tions  the  Review  Board  to  enlarge  issues 
in  this  comparative  proceeding  to  in¬ 
clude  five  issues  with  respect  to  Frederick 
B.  Livingston  and  Thomas  L.  Davis,  doing 
business  as  Chicagoland  TV  Co.  (Chi¬ 
cagoland)  and  two  issues  with  respect  to 
Warner  Bros.  Pictures,  Inc.  (Warner 
Bros.) 

2.  The  mutually-exclusive  applications 
of  Kaiser  Industries  Corp.,*  Chicagoland. 
and  Warner  Bros.,  which  requested  a 
construction  permit  for  a  new  UHF  tele¬ 
vision  broadcast  station  to  operate  on 
Channel  38,  Chicago.  lU.,  were  originally 
designated  for  hearing  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  an  order  (FCC  64-961),  released 
October  23. 1964.  The  designation  Order 
specified  issues  which  included;  (1)  A 
determination  of  whether  Kaiser  and 
Warner  Bros,  are,  or  can  be,  authorized 
to  do  business  in  the  State  of  Illinois; 
(2)  a  determination  of  whether  a  grant 


^Tbe  pleadings  before  the  Review  Board 
Include:  (1)  Petition  to  enlarge  issues,  filed 
November  12,  1964,  by  WCFL;  (2)  Opposi¬ 
tion,  filed  November  25,  1964,  by  Warner 
Bros.;  (3)  Opposition,  filed  November  25, 
1964,  by  Chica^land;  (4)  Comments,  filed 
November  25,  1964,  by  the  Broadcast  Bu¬ 
reau;  (5)  Petition  for  leave  to  file  reply  com¬ 
ments,  filed  December  7,  1964,  by  Chicago¬ 
land;  (6)  Reply  to  (4),  filed  December  7, 
1964,  by  Chicagoland;  and  (7)  Comments 
on  (5) ,  filed  December  16, 1964,  by  the  Broad¬ 
cast  Bureau. 

*  The  application  of  Kaiser  Industries 
Corp..  was  dismissed  by  the  Hearing  Ex¬ 
aminer  in  a  Memorandum  Opinion  and 
Order  (FCC  64M-1278),  released  December 
23,  1964. 
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of  the  Warner  Bros,  application  would 
be  consistent  with  section  310(a)  (4)  of 
the  Communications  Act  smd-with  S  73  .> 
636  of  the  Commission’s  rules;  (3)  a  de¬ 
termination  of  whether  Warner  Bros,  has 
the  requisite  qualifications  to  be  a  broad¬ 
cast  licensee  in  light  of  its  past  conduct; 
and  (4)  the  standard  comparative  issue. 

In  a  subsequent  Order  (PCC  64-1076), 
released  November  20, 1964,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  again  designated  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  applications  but  included  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  Chicago  Federation  of  Labor 
and  Industrial  Union  Ctoimcil  (WCFL). 
The  Commission  noted  therein  that  the 
WCFL  application  was  substantially 
complete  and  accepted  for  filing  on  the 
day  preceding  the  date  on  which  the 
prior  applications  were  designated  for 
hearing  and  that  it  therefore  was  entitled 
to  comparative  consideration  therewith.* 
The  Commission  ordered  that  the  specifi¬ 
cation  of  issues  in  the  Order  relesused  No¬ 
vember  20,  1964,  superseded  the  prior 
specification  of  issues;  however,  the  same 

issues  were  retained.  _ 

Chicagoland  issues.  3.  WCFL  initially 
questions  the  financial  qualifications  of 
Chicagoland  to  construct  and  operate 
its  proposed  station.  It  specifically 
question  the  ability  of  a  Chicagoland 
partner,  Thomas  L.  Davis,  to  meet  his 
financial  commitment  to  the  partner¬ 
ship  in  the  amoimt  of  $17,500.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  petitioner,  Davis’  balance  sheet  (as 
of  September  30, 1962)  indicates  current 
liquid  assets  of  only  $12,400  (consisting 
of  $4,400  in  cash  and  $8,000  in  “life  in¬ 
surance  equity’’)  and  liabilities  of  $22,- 
300.  ’The  liabilities  are  not  shown  to  be 
noncurrent  liabilities.  WCFL  chal¬ 
lenges  the  availability  and  reliability  of 
a  first  mortgage  loan  on  Davis’  residence 
on  the  grounds  that  the  statement  of  a 
mortgage  company  to  the  effect  that  a 
savings  and  loan  association  will  make 
such  a  loan  is  not  a  commitment  and 
there  is  no  showing  that  the  Davis  resi¬ 
dence  has  a  value  in  excess  of  (or  even 
equal  to)  the  amount  of  the  present 
mortgage  on  the  property.  Petitioner 
also  discounts  the  availability  of  an  un¬ 
secured  bank  loan  of  $10,000  to  Davis  in 
the  absence  of  any  indication  of  estab¬ 
lished  bank  credit  and  in  the  light  of  the 
proposed  increased  mortgage.  Chicago¬ 
land,  in  its  oiHx>sition,  submits  Davis’ 
revised  balance  sheet  (as  of  November 
25,  1964)  which  lists  current  assets  of 
$4,550  in  cash,  $1,850  in  war  bonds  (face 
value)  and  $9,800  in  life  insurance  equity 
and  current  liabilities  of  $1,800  (current 
bills  and  insurance  loan).  In  addition 
to  net  current  assets  of  $14,400,  CThicago- 
land  adequately  demonstrates  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  an  unsecured  $10,000  loan  for 
6  months  (with  renewals  thereafter) 
with  an  attached  statement  of  the  War- 
renville  State  Bank  of  Warrenville,  HI. 
The  loan  is  based  on  Dav^’  general  credit 

*  On  the  date  of  filing  the  instant  petition 
to  enlarge  Issues,  WCFL  had  not  been  desig¬ 
nated  a  party  to  this  proceeding  although 
WCFL  had  filed  a  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene.  In  view  of  the  Conunlsslon’s  subse¬ 
quent  designation  of  the  WCFL  application 
for  consolidated  hearing  in  this  proceeding, 
any  objections  concerning  WCFL’s  status  to 
file  such  a  petition  are  now  moot  and  the 
Board  will  consider  said  petition  on  the 
merits. 


standing  alone  and  the  bank  expressly 
takes  account  of  the  pr<^osed  Increase 
in  Davis’  mortgage.  The  Chicagoland 
oi^x>siti(m  also  Includes  a  first  mortgage 
loan  commitment  of  $35,000  from  Bell 
Savings  and  Loan  Association  of  Chicago 
which  will  satisfy  the  present  first  mort¬ 
gage  and  will  also  net  an  additional 
$17,000  in  available  funds.  ’Thus,  with 
a  demonstrated  total  of  over  $41,000  in 
available  funds,  Davis  satisfactorily  sup¬ 
ports  his  partnership  commitment. 
Therefore,  the  Board  will  deny  WCFL’s 
request  for  a  financial  qualifications  issue 
against  Chicagoland. 

4.  Petitioner  next  requests  an  issue 
to  determine  whether  Chicagoland  has 
been  candid  with  the  Commission  in 
respect  to  Davis’  participation  in  the 
operations  of  the  proposed  station  or  has 
attempted  to  mislead  and  deceive  the 
Commission  in  this  regard.  In  support, 
WCFL  points  to  the  Chicagoland  appli¬ 
cation  and  to  an  attached  partnership 
agreement  of  October  27,  1962,  which 
provides  that  Davis  shall  devote  full  time 
to  the  proposed  station  as  its  general 
manager.  In  contrast  to  this  declara¬ 
tion,  petitioner  notes  an  amendment  to 
the  Chicagoland  application,  filed  May 
13, 1963,  which  shows  that  Davis  has  be¬ 
come  a  50  percent  partner  in  ownership 
of  standard  broadcast  Station  KLEE, 
Ottumwa,  Iowa,  and  a  vice-president  of 
Com  Belt  Publishers,  Inc.,  licensee  of 
standard  broadcast  Station  WAAF, 
Chicago,  HI.  On  the  basis  that  the 
Chicagoland  application  has  not  been 
further  amended  to  reflect  how  Davis 
can  maintain  these  additional  broadcast 
interests  and  still  fulfill  his  commitment 
to  the  proposed  station,  petitioner  makes 
its  present  request.  As  pointed  out  by 
the  Broadcast  Bureau,  however,  at  the 
time  of  filing  of  the  Chicagoland  appli¬ 
cation,  Davis  was  general  manager  of 
WAAF  and  that  the  cited  amendment 
refiects  his  withdrawal  from  that  capac¬ 
ity  and  his  termination  of  two  other 
broadcast  interests.  These  changes  in 
Davis’  interests  do  not  indicate  an  intent 
by  Davis  to  evade  his  commitment  to 
Chicagoland.  Thus,  we  will  deny  peti¬ 
tioner’s  request  for  a  misrepresentation 
issue.*  We  agree  with  the  Bureau  that 
in  view  of  Davis’  positive  commitment  to 
devote  full  time  to  the  proposed  station, 
together  with  the  absence  of  any  evi¬ 
dence  that  he  does  not  intend,  in  the 
event  of  a  grant,  either  to  divest  him¬ 
self  of  his  other  broadcast  interests  or 
to  make  arrangements  so  Uiat  their  de¬ 
mands  would  not  interfere  with  his  com¬ 
mitment,  there  is  no  basis  for  adding 
an  issue  as  to  candor. 

5.  WCFL  also  proposes  the  addition  of 
an  issue  to  determine  whether  Chicago¬ 
land  “has  provided  adequate  funds  to 
construct  and  operate  the  proposed  sta¬ 
tion  for  a  reasonable  period  of  time,  and 
to  give  reasonable  assurance  of  con¬ 
tinued  operation  of  the  station.’’  Peti¬ 
tioner  contends  that  the  Chicagoland 

*  In  its  opposition,  (Chicagoland  states  that 
Davis  will  give  up  some  or  all  of  his  present 
interests.  As  both  (Chicagoland  and  the 
Bureau  suggest,  the  question  of  Davis’  abiUty 
to  meet  his  partnership  commitment  can  be 
explored  at  the  hearing  under  the  already- 
specified  issues. 


application  reflects  a  prima  facie  In¬ 
stance  of  an  under-financed  UHF  pro. 
posal.  Specifically,  It  is  alleged  t^t 
Chlcagoland’s  initial  expenses,  before 
commencement  of  operations,  will  in. 
elude  the  following: 

$30,000  Miscellaneous:  e.g.,  legal,  engineer. 

ing,  furniture,  and  taxes. 

20,000  Remodeling. 

78.972  Down  payment  to  equipment  man- 

ufacturer. 

128.972 

With  total  initial  costs  of  $128,972  and 
available  funds  of  $235,000  ($35,000  part¬ 
ners’  contributions  and  $200,000  loan), 
(Chicagoland  will  have  $107,000  working 
capital,  according  to  petitioner.*  As¬ 
suming  annual  operating  costs  of  $250,- 
000  and  debt  obligations  of  $79,229  per 
year  plus  interest  of  approximately  $70,- 
000  for  the  first  3^ar,  WCCFL  contends 
that  Chicagoland’s  fixed  obliErations  will 
total  $349,000  the  first  year,  before  de¬ 
preciation.*  With  first  year  expenses  of 
$349,000  and  available  funds  of  only 
$307,000  (consisting  of  $107,000  in  work¬ 
ing  capital  plus  $200,000  in  estimated  rev. 
enues) ,  WCFL  claims  that  Chlcagoland’s 
station  can  be  expected  to  achieve  in- 
solvency  by  about  the  eleventh  month  of 
operation. 

6.  ’The  Broadcast  Bureau  states  that 
Chlcagoland’s  proposal  satisfies  present 
Commission  financial  requirements  in 
that  it  has  sufBcient  funds  to  construct 
and  operate  its  station  for  an  initial 
three  month  period  without  regard  to 
exjiected  revenues.  However,  the  Bu¬ 
reau  urges  the  Board  to  defer  its  ruling 
on  the  requested  issue  pending  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  determination  of  matters 
raised  in  a  consolidated  oral  argument 
held  before  the  Commission  en  banc  on 
September  21, 1964,  in  Docket  Nos.  15249, 
et  al..  Docket  Nos.  15254,  et  al.,  and 
Itocket  Nos.  15323,  et  al.  See  Commis¬ 
sion  Order  (FCC  64-828) ,  released  Sep¬ 
tember  8,  1964.  The  Bureau  recom¬ 
mends  a  new  standard  in  cases  where  an 
applicant  proposes  a  UHF  television  sta¬ 
tion  in  markets  already  having  3  or  more 
commercial  VHP  stations.  To  determine 
the  adequacy  of  available  funds,  the  Bu¬ 
reau  would  require  a  showing  of  avail¬ 
able  funds,  over  and  above  the  initial 
construction  outlay,  sufficient  to  provide 
operating  capital  for  3  months  as  well  as 
to  satisfy  fix^  installment  payments  and 
interest  for  1  year,  without  considera¬ 
tion  of  expected  revenues.  The  Bureau 
argues  that  Chicagoland  fails  to  demon¬ 
strate  adequate  available  funds  under  its 
proposed  test. 

7.  The  Board  cannot  agree  with  the 
Bureau’s  recommendation  to  defer  final 
consideration  of  the  instant  request 
pending  a  Commission  decision  in  regard 
to  a  new  financial  standard.  To  delay 

*  These  figures  would  indicate  a  working 
capital  of  approximately  $106,000  rather  than 
the  figure  arrived  at  by  petitioner. 

*  Again,  petitioner  makes  no  attempt  to  ex¬ 
plain  an  alleged  figure  which,  according  to  its 
own  estimates,  should  be  much  higher.  It 
should  be  noted  that  WCFL  also  disputes 
Chlcagoland’a  estimates  of  actual  construc¬ 
tion  and  operating  costs.  However,  no  fac¬ 
tual  allegations  are  made  to  support  WCPL's 
claims  in  this  regard. 
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action  on  such  a  basis  would  not  only  dis¬ 
rupt  those  UHF  applications  now  In 
hearing  status,  but  would  also  be  in¬ 
consistent  with  the  Commission’s  find¬ 
ing  that  Chicagoland  Is  financially  quali¬ 
fied  (the  designation  Order  herein  was 
releas^  after  the  oral  argrunent  re¬ 
ferred  to  above).  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  the  Board  finds  that  Chicago¬ 
land  adequately  demonstrates  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  $235,000  to  meet  the  following 
initial  costs  of  construction  and  opera¬ 
tion: 

|TC,972  Down  payment  to  equipment  manu¬ 
facturer. 

20.000  Remodeling  expenses. 

30,000  Miscellaneous  expenses. 

62,500  Operating  costs  (3  months) . 

18.300  Approximate  installment  payment 
to  equipment  manufacturer  plus 
interest  (3  months). 


209,772’ 

In  view  of  the  Board’s  denial  of  the  re¬ 
quested  issue,  Chicagoland’s  petition  for 
leave  to  file  a  reply  to  the  Bureau’s  com¬ 
ments  and  the  reply.  Itself,  will  be  dis¬ 
missed.*  The  Bureau’s  related  pleading, 
filed  December  16,  1964,  will  also  be  dis¬ 
missed. 

8.  WCPL  next  requests  the  addition  of 
the  following  issue:  To  determine 
whether  Frederick  B.  Livingston  and 
Thomas  L.  Davis,  doing  business  as  Chi¬ 
cagoland  TV  have  provided  adequate 
funds,  studios  and  equipment  and  an  ade¬ 
quate  staff  to  effectuate  its  program 
proposals.  In  support  of  this  issue,  pe¬ 
titioner  points  to  the  Chicagoland  pro¬ 
posal  to  devote  54  percent  (37  hours)  of 
its  weekly  program  time  to  local  live 
originations  with  an  engineering  depart¬ 
ment  of  9  people  and  a  program  depart¬ 
ment  of  11  people.  According  to  WCPL, 
the  average  Chicagoland  broadcast  day 
contemplates  5  hours  and  15  minutes  of 
live  programing,  some  of  which  is  “back- 
to-back”  and  which  Is  to  be  accomplished 
in  studios  to  be  remodeled  for  $20,000  and 
with  equipment  of  $84,000.  Petitioner’s 
only  allegation  in  support  of  its  request 
is  that  the  amount  of  time  and  personnel 
required  for  the  preparation  of  live  pro¬ 
ductions  raise  serious  questions  as  to  the 
adequacy  of  Chicagoland’s  proposal.  To 
the  extent  that  WCFL  requests  an 
“Evansville”  issue  (sufficiency  of  funds 
to  effectuate  program  proposals) ,  such  a 
request  should  be  addressed  to  the  Hear- 


’  According  to  the  Chicagoland  application, 
a  partner,  Frederick  B.  Livingston,  has  agreed 
to  lend  the  partnership  an  amount  up  to 
1200,000  to  construct  and  operate  Its  pro¬ 
posed  station.  The  loan  would  be  for  a  6- 
year  period  with  Interest  payable  annually 
on  the  outstanding  balance  and  calculated 
at  current  bank  rates.  Since  the  application 
Is  silent  concerning  the  ctxnmencement  of 
installment  payments,  such  a  figure  has  not 
been  Included  In  Initial  expenses;  however, 
the  Board  would  not  expect  such  a  figure  to 
Use  above  $15,000  for  a  3-month  period. 

'In  this  reply,  Chicagoland  opposed  the 
Bureau's  suggestions  and  also  attempted  to 
demonstrate  additional  available  funds  to 
meet  the  Bureau's  proposed  financial  stand¬ 
ard.  In  the  event  the  Bureau’s  standard  Is 
adopted  by  the  Commission,  Chicagoland 
would  have  an  opportunity  to  amend  Its  ap¬ 
plication  to  reflect  Increased  funds  available 
for  Its  proposal. 


ing  Examiner  and  it  will  be  dismissed  by 
the  Board.  See  Ultravision  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company.  FCX?  64R-192,  2  RR  2d  277 
(1964).  The  remaining  portion  of  the 
requested  issue  will  not  be  added,  since 
petitioner  introduces  no  specific  factual 
allegations  to  show  how  Chicagoland’s 
proposals  as  to  staff,  studios,  and  equip¬ 
ment  are  inadequate.  See  Section  1.229 
(c)  of  the  Rules.  Although  Chicagoland 
proposes  extensive  live  programming,  its 
application  refiects  a  functional  alloca¬ 
tion  of  staff  and  an  absence  of  elaborate 
production  requirements.  Springfield 
Telecasting  Co.,  PCC  64R-471,  3  RR  2d 
727  (1964).* 

9.  Petitioner  also  proposes  that  an 
issue  be  added  to  determine  whether  Chi¬ 
cagoland’s  program  proposal  “. . .  is  spe¬ 
cifically  designed  and  would  be  expected 
to  serve  a  specialized  need  and  interest 
which  is  not  being  met  by  an  existing 
station.”  According  to  WCFL,  Chicago¬ 
land,  in  its  application  and  in  an  amend¬ 
ment  filed  February  19, 1963,  asserts  that 
its  original  survey  of  the  Chicago  market 
has  been  confirmed  in  that  there  is  a 
“. . .  need  for  a  specialized  program  serv¬ 
ice  to  meet  the  needs  of  minority  groups.” 
Petitioner  points  out  that,  since  the  filing 
of  the  Chicagoland  application  and  the 
aforemention^  amendment  thereto,  a 
new  UHF  station,  WCIU-TV,  Channel  26, 
has  conunenced  operation  in  Chicago 
with  a  program  poUcy  designed  to  meet 
the  needs  of  minority  groups."  Since  it 
would  appear  that  Chicagoland  proposes 
specialized  programming  that  will  “du¬ 
plicate”  existing  UHF  programming  in 
Chicago,  petitioner  requests  addition  of 
the  proposed  issue.  In  its  opposition, 
Chicagoland  states  that  it  is  immaterial 
whether  or  not  the  requested  issue  is 
added  since  the  same  facts  alleged  by 
petitioner  can  be  developed  under  the 
standard  comparative  issue  and  since 
Chicagoland  Intends  to  meet  the  burden 
of  showing  a  need  for  its  proposed  pro¬ 
gramming.  The  Bureau  also  suggests 
that  the  specific  program  proposals  of 
Chicagoland  can  be  tested  within  the 
framework  of  the  existing  comparative 
issue. 

10.  The  Board  notes  that  Chicago¬ 
land’s  proposed  program  plans  refer  to 
the  “vital  need  for  specialized  program¬ 
ming”  to  serve  the  interests  of  minority 
groups  in  Chicago.  Specificially,  Chi- 


•  In  its  opposition,  Chicagoland  points  out 
that  its  proposed  staff  (4  department  heads 
and  26  employees)  exceeds  the  average  staff 
of  UHF  stations,  as  reported  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Notice  on  TV  Broadcast  Finan¬ 
cial  Data  (Table  11)— 1963,  Mlmeo  No.  64732 
(July  23,  1964).  Chicagoland  also  asserts 
that  “delayed  programs,”  produced  by  the 
station  on  video  tape  or  film,  are  classified 
“live”  but  do  not  create  a  manning  problem 
when  presented  back-to-back  with  a  studio 
program. 

“WCFL  refers  to  the  television  program 
section  of  a  Chicago  newspaper  iot  the  week 
of  October  19-16,  1964,  which  lists  several 
examples  'of  the  foreign  language  and  minor¬ 
ity  group  programming  of  WCIU-TV.  Peti¬ 
tioner  also  asserts  that  the  station  carries 
many  foreign  films.  VThlle  petitioner’s  asser¬ 
tions  are  not  supported  by  affidavit,  we  note 
that  Chicagoland  does  not,  in  its  opposition, 
dispute  the  veracity  of  these  factual  allega¬ 
tions. 


cagoland  proposes  to  meet  this  need  by 
presenting  the  following:  educational 
and  entertainment  programs  in  foreign 
languages  (including  Spanish,  Polish  and 
German) ;  a  Negro  talent  show;  foreign 
films  with  English  sub-titles;  etc.  To 
the  degree  that  Chicagoland  claims  a 
need  for  foreign  language  and  minority 
group  programming  and  an  intent  to 
serve  that  need,  its  proposed  program¬ 
ming  will  apparently  attempt  to  serve,  to 
some  extent,  the  same  needs  as  are  now 
being  served  by  the  new  UHF  station  in 
Chicago.  Such  considerations  demon¬ 
strate  the  relevance  of  evidence  of  exist¬ 
ing  programming  to  the  ultimate  deter¬ 
mination  of  whether  Chicagoland’s 
proposals  would  serve  the  public  interest. 
See  La  Fiesta  Broadcasting  Company, 
FCC  63R-550, 1  RR  2d  684  ( 1963 ) .  Since 
evidence  of  existing  programming  is  not 
admissible  under  the  present  standard 
comparative  issue  (see  South  Texas  Tele¬ 
casting  Co..  Inc.,  FCC  61-940,  22  RR  59 
(1961) ) .  the  Board  will  enlarge  the  scope 
of  the  designated  issues  herein.  In  this 
regard,  the  Board  notes  that  Chicagoland 
(and  the  Broadcast  Bureau)  apparently 
anticipate  that  evidence  of  exiting  pro¬ 
gramming  and  proposed  programming 
would  be  adduced  under  the  already- 
designated  issues. 

Warner  Bros,  issues.  11.  In  connec¬ 
tion  with  Warner  Bros.’  application  in 
this  proceeding  and  its  application  for 
a  new  UHF  television  station  on  Chan¬ 
nel  20  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  (see  Trinity 
Broadcasting  Company,  Docket  No. 
15714,  et  al.  (FCC  64-1091,  released  De¬ 
cember  1,  1964) ) ,  the  Commission  speci¬ 
fied  qualifications  issues  against  Warner 
Bros,  in  light  of  its  past  conduct.  In  its 
designation  Orders  in  these  proceedings, 
the  Commission  noted  that  Warner  Bros, 
is  presently  a  defendant  in  a  civil  anti¬ 
trust  matter  brought  by  the  State  of 
Washington  (which  charges  practices  in 
restraint  of  trade  in  the  City  of  Seat¬ 
tle)  ;  “  and  that  Warner  Bros,  has  been 
involved  in  numerous  antitrust  actions 
brought  by  the  United  States  and  has 
been  adjudged  in  violation  of  federal 
laws,  including  a  criminal  contempt 
action  for  violation  of  a  federal  court 
decree.  Pursuant  to  its  policy  expressed 
in  its  Report  on  Uniform  Policy  as  to 
Violation  by  Applicants  of  Laws  of 
United  States  (Report)  in  Docket  No. 
9572,  1  RR  (Part  3),  91;  495  (1951),  the 
Commission  specified  an  issue  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  Warner  Bros,  has  the 
requisite  qualifications  to  be  a  broadcast 
licensee  in  light  of  its  past  conduct. 
This  issue  was  common  to  both  proceed¬ 
ings,  and  any  grant  of  the  Warner  Bros.’ 
applications  was  conditioned  on  such 
further  action  as  may  be  appropriate  as 
a  result  of  the  pending  civil  antitrust 
suit  in  Washingrton. 

12.  Petitioner  now  suggests  that 
Warner  Bros,  occupies  a  unique  position 
among  the  applicants  in  this  proceeding 
since  it  produces  and  distributes  motion 


u  state  of  Wasbington  v.  Sterling  Theatre 
Co.,  et  al.,  filed  June  20,  1963,  Superior  Court 
of  the  State  of  Washington  for  King  County, 
Case  No.  604074. 


902 


NOTICES 


pictures  and  since  it  also  has  a  syndica¬ 
tion  division  which  distributes  series  for 
television  exhibition.  Petitioner  refers 
to  Warner  Bros.’  1963  Annual  Report, 
submitted  in  an  amendment  to  its  ap¬ 
plication,  which  describes  the  highly 

profitable  operations  of  its  syndication 
division  in  the  distribution  of  television 
series  and  feature  motion  pictures  for 
first-run  television.  In  view  of  these 
statements  by  Warner  Bros,  and  the 
Commission’s  Report,  supra,  WCFL  re¬ 
quests  that  the  following  issues  be  added 
to  this  proceeding: 

To  determine  whether  a  grant  to 

Warner  Bros.  Pictures,  Inc.  would  violate 
the  policies  underlying  the  antitrust  laws 
and  the  Commission’s  policies  pertaining 
thereto. 

To  determine  whether  a  grant  to 

Warner  Bros.  Pictures,  Inc.  would  create 
a  confiict  of  interest  with  its  various 
divisions;  inhibit  competition  for  televi¬ 
sion  programming,  or  in  any  manner 
constitute  a  restraJiit  on  trade. 

13.  Petitioner  specifically  refers  to 

that  section  of  the  Commission’s  Report, 
supra,  which  concerns  the  relationship 
between  an  applicant’s  restrictive  prac¬ 
tices  and  its  ability  to  operate  a  broad¬ 
cast  station  in  the  public  interest.  How¬ 
ever,  WCFL  makes  no  attempt  to  show 
how  the  operation  of  Warner  Bros.’ 
syndication  division  would  interfere 
with  its  ability  to  be  a  broadcaster.  The 
Board  notes  the  absence  of  any  specific 
facts  to  support  petitioner’s  allegations 
of  confiict  of  interest  or  restraint  on 
trade.  As  the  Bureau  points  out,  the 
relationship  between  the  proposed  UHP 
station  and  the  syndication  division  can 
be  explored  imder  the  present  standard 
comparative  Issues.  Insofar  as  the  re¬ 
quested  issue  anticipates  an  exploration 
of  the  past  conduct  of  Warner  Bros., 
such  an  issue  is  not  needed  since,  as 
previously  noted,  Warner  Bros.’  antitrust 
history  is  already  the  subject  of  a  speci¬ 
fied  hearing  issue.  For  these  reasons, 
the  request  for  addition  of  issues  against 
Warner  Bros,  will  be  denied. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  21st 
day  of  January  1965,  that  the  petition  to 
enlarge  issues,  filed  November  12,  1964, 
by  Chicago  Federation  of  Labor  and 
Industrial  Union  Council,  is  granted  to 
the  extent  indicated  herein,  is  dismissed 
as  to  the  request  for  an  “Evansville”  is¬ 
sue,  and  is  denied  in  all  other  respects; 
and  that  the  issues  in  this  proceeding 
are  enlarged  by  the  addition  of  the 
following  issue:  To  determine  whether 
the  program  proposal  of  Frederick  B. 
Livingston  and  Thomas  L.  Davis,  doing 
business  as  Chicagoland  TV  Co.,  is  spe¬ 
cifically  designed  and  would  be  expected 
to  serve  a  specialized  programming  need 
and/or  interest  which  is  not  being  met 
by  an  existing  station. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  petition 
for  leave  to  file  reply  comments  and  the 
reply  ifieadlng,  filed  December  7,  1964, 
by  Frederick  B.  Livingston  and  Thomas 
L.  Davis,  d/b  as  Chicagoland  TV  Co.,  and 
the  comments  on  said  petition,  filed  De¬ 
cember  16,  1964,  by  the  Broadcast  Bu¬ 
reau,  are  dismissed. 


Released:  January  22,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[SEAL]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary, 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-900;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:48  ajn.j 

[Docket  No6.  15442, 15443;  FCC  65M-79] 

DUBUQUE  BROADCASTING  CO.  AND 
TELEGRAPH-HERALD 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Dubuque  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Dubuque,  Iowa,  Docket  No. 
15442,  File  No.  BPH-3920;  Telegraph- 
Herald,  Dubuque,  Iowa,  Docket  No.  15443, 
File  No.  BPH-4288;  for  construction 
permits. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  letter  request  filed  Jsm- 
uary  21,  1965,  from  counsel  for  Tele¬ 
graph-Herald  urging  that  hearing  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  be  continued 
to  February  15, 1965;  and 
It  appearing  that  a  petition  for  rule 
making  has  been  filed  by  Dubuque  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.  looking  toward  making  two 
Class-C  FM  channels  available,  that  such 
action,  if  effected,  might  well  resolve 
confiict  here,  and  that  the  most  recent 
information  on  the  rule  making  sought 
indicates  that  action  may  be  taken  ap¬ 
proximately  February  15, 1965;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  counsel  for 
Dubuque  Broadcasting  Co.  and  counsel 
for  the  Broadcast  Bureau  join  in  this 
request  for  continuance  of  hearing; 

It  is  ordered.  This  22d  day  of  January 
1965,  that  the  letter  request  described 
above  is  granted,  and  the  hearing  now 
scheduled  for  January  25,  1965,  is  con¬ 
tinued  to  February  15, 1965. 

Released:  January  25, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[SEAL]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  65-901;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.j 

[Docket  No.  15376;  FCC  65M-781 

PALMER  BROADCASTING  CO. 
IWHO-TV) 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  Palmer  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Co.  (WHO-TV),  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
Docket  No.  15376,  File  No.  BPCT-3138; 
for  construction  permit  to  make  changes 
in  the  facilities  of  television  broadcast 
station  WHO-TV. 

By  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
(FCC  65-46)  released  January  22,  1965, 
the  Commission,  inter  alia,  terminated 
the  proceedings  insofar  as  it  relates  to 
the  triplications  of  KTIV  Television  Co. 
(KTIV)  and  Peoples  Broadcasting  Corp. 
(KVTV); 

As  a  result  of  the  Commiafion  action 
respecting  these  applications,  only  the 
application  of  Palmer  Broadcasting  Co. 
(WHO-TV)  remains  in  hearing  status. 
In  view  of  the  present  posture  of  the  case. 


it  is  deemed  appropriate  that  a  hearing 
conference  should  be  held  prcunptly; 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  25th 
day  of  January  1965,  that  a  hearing  con¬ 
ference  will  be  held  on  January  29, 1965, 
10:00  ajn.,  in  the  Commission’s  Offices] 
Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  January  25, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  65-902;  FUed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.i 


[Docket  Nos.  15798,  15799;  FCC  65M-761 

SOUTHERN  BROADCASTING  CO.  AND 
HALL  COUNTY  BROADCASTING  CO. 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Southern  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Gainesville,  Ga.,  Docket  No. 
15798,  File  No.  BPH-4137;  Ernest  H 
Reynolds,  Jr.,  trading  as  Hall  County 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Gainesville,  Ga.,  Dock¬ 
et  No.  15799,  File  No.  BPH-4539;  for  con¬ 
struction  permits. 

It  is  ordered.  This  22d  day  of  January 
1965,  that  Isadore  A.  Honig  shall  serve 
as  the  presiding  officer  in  Uie  above-en¬ 
titled  proceeding;  that  the  hearings 
therein  shall  commence  at  10:00  ajn.  on 
March  22,  1965;  and  that  a  prehearing 
conference  shall  be  convened  at  9:00  am. 
on  February  19,  1965:  and.  It  is  further 
ordered.  That  all  proceedings  shall  be 
held  in  the  Offices  of  the  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  January  25, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJR.  Doc.  65-903;  FUed,  Jan.  87,  1965; 

8:48  ajn.j 


[Docket  No.  15795;  FCC  65M-30] 

UNITED  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC. 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  United  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Co.,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  15795,  Pile  No. 
BR-1104;  for  renewal  of  license  of  Sta¬ 
tion  W<X)K,  Washington,  D.C. 

It  is  ordered.  This  22d  day  of  January 
1965,  that  Sol  Schildhause  shall  serve  as 
the  presiding  officer  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding;  that  the  hearings  therein 
shall  commence  at  10:00  ajn.  on  March 
22,  1965;  and  that  a  prehearing  confer¬ 
ence  shall  be  convened  at  9:00  am.  on 
February  23,  1965:  and.  It  is  further  or- 
dered.'Tha.t  all  proceedings  shall  be  held 
in  the  offices  of  the  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Released:  January  25, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[SEAL]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  66-904;  FUed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:48  ajn.] 


Thursday,  January  28,  1965 

[Docket  Nos.  15584.  15586;  PCC  65M-771 

VAUGHN-HANSSEN  CO.  AND  CAPE 
CANAVERAL  BROADCASTERS,  INC. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  R.  A.  Vaughn  and 
Thomas  R.  Hanssen  d/b  as  Vaughn- 
Hanssen  Co.,  not  incorporated,  Mel¬ 
bourne,  Fla.,  Docket  No.  15584,  Pile  No. 
bp-14921;  Cape-Canaveral  Broadcasters, 
Inc.,  Eau  Gallie,  Fla.,  Docket  No.  15585, 
Pile  No.  BP-15570:  for  construction  per¬ 
mits. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  for  con¬ 
sideration  the  informal  request  of  coun¬ 
sel  for  Cape  Canaveral  Broadcasters, 
Inc.,  for  an  indefinite  continuance  of  the 
procedural  dates  herein,  together  with 
the  assertion  of  said  counsel  that  the 
counsel  of  record  for  all  other  parties 
hereto  have  authorized  him  to  express 
their  consent  to  a  grant  of  the  requested 
relief; 

It  appearing,  that  the  applicants  herein 
propose  to  submit  within  the  next  30 
days  for  Commission  approval,  a  merg¬ 
er  agreement  which,  if  approved,  may 
moot  all  or  some  of  the  designated  Issues; 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  public 
interest  would  not  be  served  by  conduct¬ 
ing  a  hearing  on  issues  which  may  be 
rendered  moot; 

It  is  ordered.  This  22d  day  of  Janu¬ 
ary  1965,  that  all  procedural  dates  here¬ 
tofore  specified  herein  are  set  aside,  and 
the  hearing  is  continued  to  a  date  to  be 
established  by  subsequent  order. 

Released:  January  25,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[SEAL]  Ben  P.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-905;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  G-3863,  etc.] 

C.  H.  LYONS,  SR.,  ET  AL‘. 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Certificates, 

Abandonment  of  Service  and  Pe¬ 
titions  To  Amend  Certificates  ^ 

January  21, 1965. 

C.  H.  Lyons,  Sr.,  et  al.  and  other  ap¬ 
plicants  listed  herein.  Docket  Nos.  G- 
3863,  etal. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  or  petition  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  authorization  to 
sell  natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce 
or  to  abandon  service  heretofore  author¬ 
ized  as  described  herein,  all  as  more  fully 
described  in  the  respective  applications 
and  amendments  which  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 

'  This  notice  does  not  provide  for  consolida¬ 
tion  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters  cov¬ 
ered  herein,  nor  should  it  be  so  construed. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  February  15, 1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  prO"' 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  all  applications  in  which  no  protest 
or  petition  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commission 
on  its  own  review  of  the  matter  believes 
that  a  grant  of  the  certificates  or  the  au¬ 


thorization  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ment  is  required  by  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity.  Where  a  protest 
or  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  where  the  Commission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 


Docket  No.  and 
date  filed 


Purchaser,  field  and  location 


G-3863 . 

D  1-11-65 


...  C.  H.  Lyons,  Sr.,  et  al.  (par-  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.,  Car. 


tial  abandonment). 


thage  Field,  Panola  County,  Tex. 


G-4724 .  American  Metal  Climax,  Inc.  Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Co.,  acre- 

E  1-7-66  (successor  to  Trigood  Oil  age  in  Big  Horn  County,  Wyo. 

Co.). 

G-5146 .  Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Co _  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Spraberry 

D  1-7-^  Field,  Midland  County,  Tex. 

G-6145 . do . .  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Spraberry 

C 1-14-66  Field,  Midland,  Glasscock,  and 


D  1-7-65  Field,  Midland  County,  Tex. 

G-6145 . do . .  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Spraberry 

C 1-14-66  Field,  Midland,  Glasscock,  and 

Upton  Counties,  Tex. 

G-e996 .  Hurt  Oil  &  Gas  Corp.,  et  al.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Carthage 

E  1-14-65  (successor  to  Harry  Hurt,  Field,  Panola  County,  Tex. 

etal.) 

G-16377 .  Pan  American  Petroleum  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Farns- 

C 1-11-65  Corp.  worth  (Upper  Morrow)  Field,  Ochil- 

CI61-1557 _  Livingston  Oil  Co.  (Operator),  Oklahoma  Natu^  Gas  Gathering 

1-11-65 »  et  £d.  Corp.,  Rlngwood  Field,  Major 

County,  Okla. 

CI63-947 . .  E.  C.  Hartman,  et  al .  Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Birch  District, 

C  1-12-66  Braxton  County,  W.  Va. 

CI64-1101 .  E.  L.  Fundingsland . .  El  Faso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  acreage  in 


C  1-4-66  La  Flats  County,  Colo. 

CI65-61 . .  Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Co _  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  XBC  Field, 

C  1-7-66  Upt<m  County.  Tex. 

CI65-659 -  R.  W.  Lange  (successor  to  ColoradoInterstateGasCo.,Hugoton 

F  12-14-64  •  Dean  A.  Draper).  Field,  Finney  County,  K^. 

C165-635 -  United  Co.,  agent  for  L.  R.  Valley  Gas  Transmission,  Inc.,  North 

B  1-7-66  Eddy  (Operator),  et  al.  Magnolia  City  Field,  Jim  Wells 

County,  Tex. 

CI65-636 _ do _  Trunkline  Gas  Co.,  West  Fremont 

B  1-7-65  Field,  Jim  Wells  County,  Tex. 

CI65-637 - do _ _ _  Teimessee  Gas  Transmission  Co., 

B 1-7-65  Tom  Graham  West  Field,  Jim 

Wells  County,  Tex. 

CI65-638 .  Skelly  Oil  Co . .  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  acreage 

A  1-7-65  in  Ochiltree  County,  Tex. 

C165-639 -  Bilco,  Inc _  Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Salt  Lick 

A  1-7-66  District,  Braxton  County,  W.  Va. 

CI66-640 .  Sydney  Spoflorth... .  Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Grant  Dis- 

A  1-7-66  trict,  Ritchie  County,  W.  Va. 

C165-641 .  Dabney  Crump,  et  al . do . . . 

A  1-7-65 

C165-642 . do . . .  Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Murphy 

A 1-7-66  District,  Ritchie  County,  W.  Va. 

CI65-643 .  Creslenn  Oil  Co . .  Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Grant  Dis- 

A 1-7-66  trict,  Ritchie  County,  W.  Va. 

CI66-644 .  Dominion  Oil  &  Gas  Co.. . do . . . . 

A  1-7-65 

CI66-646 .  Trojan  Coal  &  Petroleum  Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Center  Dis- 

A 1-7-65  Corp.  '  trict,  Gilmer  County,  W.  Va. 

CI66-646 .  Tuscarora  Oil  &  Gas  Corp.....  Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Troy  District, 

A  1-7-66  Gilmer  County,  W.  Va. 

CI66-647 .  W'lmar  Productions .  Equitable  Gas  Co.,  West  Union, 

B  1-7-66  Doddridge  County,  W.  Va. 

CI66-648 .  W.  H.  Hudson  (Operator),  Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Co.,  WU- 

B 1-7-65  et  al.  cox  Field,  Zapata  County,  Tex. 

CI66-649 .  Ralph  Lowe.. .  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America, 

A  1-7-66  Indian  Basin  Field,  Eddy  County, 

N.  Mex. 

CI66-650 .  W.  L.  Moody  HI,  d.b.a.  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp., 

A  1-7-66  Moody  Properties.  Mercedes  Gas  Field,  Hidalgo  Coun¬ 

ty,  Tex. 

CI66-651 .  Fairman  Drilling  Co .  New  York  State  Natural  Gas  Corp., 

A  1-7-66  Bell  Township,  Clearfield  County, 

Pa. 

CI66-652 . do .  New  York  State  Natural  Gas  Corp., 

A  1-7-66  GaskiU  Township,  Jefferson  Coun¬ 
ty,  Pa.  t 

CI65-653 . do._ . do . 

A  1-7-66 

CI65-654 . do . .do. . 

A  1-7-66 

CI66-655 . .do . do— . 

A  1-7-65 

CI66-656 . do. . .do. . 

A  1-7-65 

Filing  code:  A— Initial  service. 

B— Abandonment. 

C— Amendment  to  add  acreage. 

D— Amendment  to  delete  acreage. 

E — Succession. 

F— Partial  succession. 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


CI65-636 . do. 

B  1-7-65 

CI65-637 . . do., 

B  1-7-65 


Depleted 

Depleted 


Uneconomical 


904 


NOTICES 


Docket  No.  and 
date  filed 


Applicant 


CI65-658 .  Curtis  R.  Inman  (Operator), 

A  1-6-65  et  aL 


CI65-659.. 

A  1-8-65 
C 165-660.. 

A  l-«-65 
CI65-661.. 
F  1-6-65 


CI65-662.... 
F  12-28-64 


Harvey  E.  Yates,  et  al . 

Ashland  Oil  &  Refining  Co... I 

Pan  American  Petroleum 
Corn,  (successor  to  West- 
land  Oil  Development 
Corn.). 

Sohio  Petroleum  Co.  (succes¬ 
sor  to  H.  F.  Pears). 


C 165-663 _ 

F  12-28-64 

C 165-664 _ 

F  12-28-64 

CI65-665.... 
F  12-28-64 


.do. 

■do. 

-do. 


C 165-666 . do _ 

F  12-28-64 

CI68-667 . do... 

F  12-28-64 


CI65-668-.. 
A  1-11-65 

0165-669... 
B  1-11-65 


Arden  R.  Grover,  Malcolm  R. 
MacCurdy  and  Ben  F. 
Hofiacka,  Jr.  d.b3.  Gro¬ 
ver,  MacCnrdy  and  Ho(- 
lacker  (Operators),  et  al. 
Continental  Oil  Co . . 


CI65-670..., 
A  1-11-65 
CI65-671... 

A  1-11-65 
CI65-672... 

A  1-11-65 
CI65-673... 

A  1-11-65 
CI65-674... 
A  1-11-65 


Harper  Oil  Co . . . 

John  L.  Cox  (Operatw),  et  al. 

Wood  County  Wells . 

Neal  Rudder,  et  al. . 

Anadarko  Production  Co . 


C165-675... 

B  l-H-65 
CI65-676... 

A  1-11-65 
CI66-677... 

B  1-11-65 
CI65-678... 
A  1-11-65 


Reserve  Oil  and  Gas  Co. 
(Operator). 

Texaco  Inc . . 

R.  James  Gear  (Operator), 
etal. 

Marion  E.  Spitler.. . . 


CI65-679 _ 

A  1-11-65 

CI65-680 _ 

A  1-11-65 

CI65-681 _ 

A  1-11-66 

CI65-682 _ 

A  1-11-66 

CI65-683 _ 

A  1-11-65 

C166-684 _ 

F  12-39-64 


International  Oil  &  Gas  Cwp. 

Stone  Oil  &  Gas . 

Creslenn  Oil  Co.,  Inc . . 

George  Davis,  et  aL . 

Union  Oil  Co.  of  Califomla... 

Sohio  Petroleum  Co.  (succes¬ 
sor  to  8.  J.  Sarkeys). 


Purchaser,  field  and  locatitm 


Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America, 
Indian  Basin  Field,  Eddy  County, 
N.  Mex. 

- do . 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co.,  Lee  District, 
Mingo  County,  W.  va. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Laveme  Area,  Harper  County, 
Okla. 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.,  Pan¬ 
handle  Field,  Hutchinson  County, 
Tex. 

Phillips  Petroleum  Co.,  Panhandle 
Field,  Moore  County,  Tex. 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.,  West 
Pwhandle  Field,  Moore  and  Hutch¬ 
inson  Counties,  Tex. 

Frank  C .  Henderson  Trust  No.  2  and 
Elizabeth  P.  Henderson  Trust  No. 
2,  Panhandle  Field,  Hutchinson 
County,  Tex. 

Phillips  Petroleum  Co.,  Panhandle 
Field,  Sherman  County,  Tex. 

Frank  C.  Henderson  Trust  No.  2  and 
Elizabeth  P.  Henderson  Trust  No. 
2,  Panhandle  Field,  Hutchinson 
County,  Tex. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  acreage  in 
Sutton  County,  Tex. 


Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Co., 
Odem  Field,  San  Patricio  County, 
Tex. 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.,  Laverne 
Field,  Harper  Coun^,  Okla. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Rocker  B 
Ranch  Area,  Reagan  County,  Tex. 

Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Lee  District, 
CaUoun  County,  W.  Va. 

Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Central  Dis¬ 
trict,  Doddridge  County,  W.  Va. 

Kansas-Colorado  Utilities,  Inc.,  Hu- 
goton  Field,  Hamilton  County, 

tfans 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.,  acreage  in 
Goliad  County,  Tex. 

El  Paso  Natuim  Gas  Co.,  Pegasus 
Plant,  Midland  County,  Tex. 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.,  acreage  in 
Harper  County,  Kans. 

NaturM  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America, 
Indian  Basin  Field,  Eddy  County, 
N.  Mex. 

. do . . . 

Hope  Natural  Gas  Co^  New  Milton 
District,  Doddridge  County,  W.  Va. 

Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Grant  Dis¬ 
trict,  Ritchie  County,  W.  Vo. 

Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Lee  District, 
Calhoun  County,  W.  Va. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Coyanosa 
Area,  Pecos  County,  Tex. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co., 
acreage  in  Dewey  County,  Okla. 


CI65-685... 
A  1-12-65 

CI65-686... 

B  1-12-66 
CI65-687... 

B  1-12-65 
CI65-688-.. 

A  1-12-65 
CI66-689... 
A  1-12-65 


A  1-12-66 
CI65-691... 
A  1-6-65 

CI65-602... 
A  1-11-65 

CI65-663... 

A  1-12-65 
CI66-e94--. 
B  1-12-65 


Petroleum  Exploration,  Inc. 
of  Tex. 

Marathcm  Oil  Co.  (Operator), 
et  id. 

Hal  Pack  &  Co.  (successor  to 
P  A  J  Development  Co.). 

F.  M.  Chisler  and  Harry  C. 
Boggs. 

Weva  Oil  Corp . . 

George  Jackson . . 

Inez  Calmes,  Executrix  of  Es¬ 
tate  <d  Kermit  W.  Calmes, 
deceased. 

Southern  Petroleum  Explora¬ 
tion,  Inc. 

Roy  Furr  (Operator),  et  al _ 

Arkla  Exploration  Co.  (for¬ 
merly  Southwest  Natural 
Production  Co.). 


Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Oakdale  Field,  Woods  County, 
Okla. 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Cotton 
V^ey  Field,  Webster  Parish,  La. 

Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Elk  District, 
Kanawha  County,  W.  Va. 

Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Birch  District, 
Braxton  County,  W.  Va. 

H^  Natural  Gas  Co.,  ^ling  Creek 
District,  Wirt  County.  W.  Va. 

Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,  GlenviUe  Dis¬ 
trict,  Gilmer  County,  W.  Va. 

Lone  Star  Gas  Co.,  East  Doyle  Field, 
Stephens  County,  Okla. 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  ol  America, 
Indian  Basin  Field,  Eddy  County, 
N.  Mex. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  acreage  in 
Hutchinson  County,  Tex. 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.,  East 
Haynesville  and  Ruston  Fields, 
ClMbome  and  Lincoln  Parishes,  La. 


Price  per  Met 


16.0 

16.0 
23.0 
•  18.5 

12.0 

'  11.0704 
•  •  10. 6209 

11.0 

10. 7458 

8.0 

11.0 

16.0 


Depleted 

15.0 

16.0 

25.0 

25.0 

13.5 

Depleted 

16.0 

Depleted 

16.0 

16.0 

25.0 

25.0 

25.0 

16.0 

16.0  cents  -I- 
B.t.u.  ad¬ 
justment. 
14.0 

Depleted 

Uneconomical 

25.0 

25.0 

25.0 

15.0 

>•16.608 

17.0 

Depleted 


Pres¬ 

sure 

base 

14.65 

14.65 

15.325 

14.65 

14.65 

14.65 

14.65 

14.65 

14.65 

14.65 

14.65 


14.65 

14.65 

15.325 

16.325 
14.65 


14.65 


14.65 

14.65 

15.325 

15.325 

15.325 

14.65 

14.65 

1165 


15.325 

16.325 

15.325 
1165 

1165 

1165 


>  Uneconomical  for  buyer  to  connect  to  well. 

>  Amendment  to  certificate  filed  to  add  interest  of  nonsignatory  party. 

•  Application  erroneously  noticed  Dec.  22, 1964  in  Docket  Noe.  G-6663,et  al.  at  rates  of  10.1747  cents— Rate  for  Beach 
No.  4  well;  10.2173  cents — Kate  tor  Beach  No.  6  well:  9.7486  cents — Rate  for  Beach  No.  6  well. 

•  Rate  in  effect  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No.  RI64-373. 

•  Wells  have  ceased  to  iwoduce. 

i  Includes  lA  cents  per  Mcf  estimated  B.t.n.  adjustment. 

’  Sweet  gas. 

>  Sour  gas. 

•  Rates  currently  collected  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No.  G-10404. 

>•  Includes  an  eMmated  B.t.u.  adjustment  of  0.608  cent  per  Mcf. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-792;  Filed,  Jan.  27, 1965;  8:45  s.m.1 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Commission  Order  No.  1  (Amended), 
Supp.  7J 

FREIGHT  FORWARDER  LICENSING 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Section  7,  Specific  authorities  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Managing  Director,  is  hereby 
supplemented  to  add  to  subsection  7.04 
authority  (g)  as  follows: 

(g)  Revoke  the  license  of  a  freight 
forwarder  upon  request  of  the  licensee. 

John  Harllee, 

Rear  Admiral, 
U.S.Navy  (.Retired), 
Chairman. 

[Commission  Order  201.1  (Amended), 
Supp.  4] 

Section  6,  Specific  authorities  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Do¬ 
mestic  Regulation,  is  hereby  supple¬ 
mented  to  add  to  subsection  6.03  (freight 
forwarder  licensing)  authority  (h)  as 
follows; 

(h)  Revoke  the  license  of  a  freight 
forwarder  upon  request  of  the  licensee. 

Timothy  J.  May, 

Managing  Director. 

[FR.  Doc.  65-883;  PUed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:47  a.m.] 


BRAZIL/UNITED  STATES-CANADA 
FREIGHT  CONFERENCE 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement(s)  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW^ 
Room  301;  or  may  inspect  agreements 
at  the  offices  of  the  District  Managers, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with 
reference  to  an  agreement  including  a 
request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Mar¬ 
itime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 
A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should  also 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter), 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  Wilbur  Van  Emburgh,  Filing  Agent, 
Brazll/Unlted  States-Canada  Freight  Con¬ 
ference, 

17  Battery  Place, 

New  York,  N.Y.  10004. 

Agreement  5450-33  between  the  mem¬ 
ber  lines  of  the  Brazil/United  States- 
Canada  Freight  Conference,  has  been 
filed  with  the  Commission  for  approval 
to  modify  its  self-policing  system,  pur- 
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suant  to  General  Order  7  (46  CFR  Part 
528). 

Dated;  January  25,  1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 

Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

IPJl  Doc.  65-884;  Piled,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
'  8:47  a.m.] 


WILLIAM  H.  MASSON,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  freight  forwarder  cooperative  work¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
UJ3.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreements  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Room  301.  Comments  with  reference  to 
an  agreement  including  a  request  for 
hearing,  if  desired,  may  be  submitted  to 
the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20573,  within 
20  days  after  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federax  Register.  A  copy  of  any 
such  statement  or  request  for  a  hearing 
should  also  be  forwarded  to  each  of  the 
parties  to  the  agreement  (as  indicated 
hereinafter),  and  the  comments  should 
indicate  that  this  has  been  done. 

Unless  otherwise  indicated,  these 
agreements  are  non-exclusive,  coopera¬ 
tive  working  arrangements  under  which 
the  parties  may  perform  freight  forward¬ 
ing  services  for  each  other,  dividing  for¬ 
warding  and  service  fees  as  agreed  on 
each  transaction.  Ocean  freight  com¬ 
pensation  is  to  be  divided  as  agreed  be¬ 
tween  the  parties. 

William  H.  Masson,  Inc.,  Baltimore, 
Md.,  is  party  to  the  following  agreements, 
the  terms  of  which  are  similar.  The 
other  parties  are; 

Triangle  Forwarding  Co.,  New  York, 

N.Y _ FP-1786 

T.  D.  Downing  Company,  Boston, 

Mass- . . . PP-1789 

M.  G.  Maher  &  Company,  Inc.,  New 
Orleans,  La.,  is  party  to  the  following 
agreements,  the  terms  of  which  are  simi¬ 
lar.  The  other  parties  are; 


Bernard  Lang  &  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York, 

N.Y— . . FP-1781 

R.  W.  Smith  &  Co.,  Houston,  Tex—  FP-1787 


Allen  Forwarding  Co.,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  is  party  to  the  following  agreements, 
the  terms  of  which  are  similar.  The 
other  parties  are; 

Express  Forwarding  &  Storage  Co. 

Inc _ FP-1783 

John  S.  Connor,  Inc.,  Baltimore, 

Md . . FF-1788 

The  Hlpage  Company,  Norfolk,  Va._  FF-1790 

The  following  agreements  have  similar 
terms; 

Universal  Transcontinental  Corp., 

New  York,  N.Y.  (with  branch 
offices  in  Baltimore  and  Miami) 
and  Latin  American  Cargo  Expe¬ 
diters.  Miami,  Fla _ _ FP-1782 

No.  18 - 5 


Wilk  Forwarding  Co.,  JacksonvUle, 

Fla.,  and  Universal  Transconti¬ 
nental  Corp.,  New  York,  N.Y _ FF-1784 

Neisner  Shipping  Service,  New 
York,  N.Y,,  and  H.  S.  Thlelen, 

Inc.,  Lake  Charles,  La _ FF-1785 

United  States  Forwarding  Corp., 

New  York,  N.Y.,  and  R.  Q.  Hobel- 
mann  &  Co.  Inc.,  Baltimore,  Md._  FF-1791 

'  Dated;  January  25, 1965. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-885;  FUed,  Jan.  27.  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


PACIFIC  FAR  EAST  LINE,  INC.,  AND 
LYKES  BROS.  STEAMSHIP  CO.,  INC. 
(LYKES  ORIENT  LINE) 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreements  have  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  (s)  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Room  301;  or  may  inspect  agreements 
at  the  offices  of  the  District  Managers, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with 
reference  to  an  agreement  including  a 
request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washln^n,  D.C., 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 
A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should  also 
be  forward^  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicate  hereinafter) 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by; 

A.  E.  Oilman 

Traffic  Manager,  Far  East  Service 
Lykes  Bros.  Steamship  Co.,  Inc. 

821  Gravler  Street 
New  Orleans  12,  La. 

Agreement  9414,  between  Pacific  Far 
East  Line,  Inc.,  and  Lykes  Bros.  Steam¬ 
ship  Co.,  Inc.  (Lykes  Orient  Line) , 
covers  and  is  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  commercial  cargo,  military  house¬ 
hold  goods,  personal  effects,  and  unac¬ 
companied  baggage  under  through  bills 
of  lading  between  ports  of  call  of  Pacific 
Far  East  Line,  Inc.,  and  Lykes  Bros. 
Steamship  Co.,  Inc.,  in  Hong  Kong, 
Japan,  Korea,  Ryukyu  Islands,  and 
Taiwan  and  ports  of  call  of  Lykes  Bros. 
Steamship  Co.,  Inc.,  on  the  Gulf  Coast 
of  the  United  States  with  transshipment 
in  Japan,  under  terms  and  conditions  set 
forth  in  said  agreement. 

Dated;  January  25, 1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-886;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:47  a.m.] 


PACIFIC  FAR  EAST  LINE,  INC.,  AND 
LYKES  BROS.  STEAMSHIP  CO.,  INC. 
(LYKES  ORIENT  LINE) 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  (s)  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Room  301;  or  may  inspect  agreements  at 
the  offices  of  the  District  Managers,  New 
York.  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  an  agreement  including  a  request 
for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be  submitted 
to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20573,  within 
20  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register.  A  copy  of  any 
such  statement  should  also  be  forwarded 
to  the  party  filing  the  agreement  (as  in¬ 
dicated  hereinafter) ,  and  the  comments 
should  indicate  that  this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

A.  E.  Gilman 

Traffic  Manager,  Far  East  Service 
Lykes  Bros.  Steamship  Co.,  Inc. 

821  Gravler  Street 
New  Orleans  12,  La. 

Agreement  9415,  between  Pacific  Far 
East  Line,  Inc.,  and  Lykes  Bros.  Steam¬ 
ship  Co.,  Inc.  (Lykes  Orient  Line) ,  covers 
and  is  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  commercial  cargo,  military  house¬ 
hold  goods,  personal  effects,  and  unac¬ 
companied  baggage  under  through  bills 
of  lading  between  ports  of  call  of  Pacific 
Far  East  Line,  Inc.,  and  Lykes  Bros. 
Steamship  Co.,  Inc.,  in  Hong  Kong, 
Japan.  Korea,  Rsnikyu  Islands,  and 
Taiwan  and  ports  of  call  of  Pacific  Par 
East  Line  on  the  Pacific  Coast  of  the 
United  States  with  transshipment  in 
Japan,  under  terms  and  conditions  set 
forth  in  said  agreement. 

Dated:  January  25, 1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-887;  Filed,  Jan.  27.  1965; 
8:47  a.m.] 


UNITED  STATES  LINES  CO.  AND  MANZ 
LINE  JOINT  SERVICE 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement(s)  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
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Room  301;  or  may  inspect  agreements  at 
the  offices  of  the  District  Managers,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  an  agreement  including  a  request 
for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be  submitted 
to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20573,  within 
20  days  after  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register.  A  copy  of  any 
such  statement  should  also  be  forwarded 
to  the  party  filing  the  agreement  (as  in¬ 
dicated  hereinafter) ,  and  the  comments 
should  indicate  that  this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Paul  F.  McGuire,  Esq. 

Klrlln,  Campbell  &  Keating 
One  Twenty  Broadway 
New  York,  N.Y.  10005 

Agreement  9416,  between  United 
States  Lines  Company  and  the  carriers 
comprising  MANZ  Line  Joint  Service 
(operating  pursuant  to  approved  Agree¬ 
ment  7814,  as  amended) ,  covers  the  es¬ 
tablishment  and  maintenance  by  the 
parties  of  a  joint  cargo  service  with  lim¬ 
ited  passenger  accommodations  in  the 
trade  from  Australia  (including  Tas¬ 
mania)  to  ports  on  the  Elast  Coast  and 
Gulf  Coast  of  the  United  States  includ¬ 
ing  the  Canal  Zone,  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Virgin  Islands,  under  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  set  forth  in  said  agreement. 

Dated:  January  25,  1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-888;  Filed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:47  a.m.j 

NEW  ORLEANS  DISTRICT  OFFICE 
Notice  of  Meetings  To  Discuss  Tariff 
Pricing;  Correction 

The  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  27. 1965,  concerning 
the  Commission’s  intent  to  hold  informal 
meetings  in  the  matter  of  tariff  pricing 
is  hereby  corrected  to  include  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  District  Office  at  New  Orleans, 
La.,  as  one  of  the  meeting  places. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

|F.R.  Doc.  65-945;  Filed.  Jan.  27,  1965; 
8:50  a.m.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

January  25, 1965. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 
FSA  No.  39528:  Liqvid  caustic  soda  to 
La  Grange.  Ga.  Filed  by  O.  W.  South. 


Jr.,  agent  (No.  A4625) ,  for  Interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  liquid  caustic  soda, 
in  tank  carloads,  from  Geismar,  La.,  to 
La  Grange,  Ga. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  43  to  Southern 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
S-397. 

FSA  No.  39529:  Liquefied  chlorine  gas 
to  Naheolo,  Ala.  Filed  by  O.  W.  South, 
Jr.,  agent  (No.  A4626) ,  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  liquefied  chlorine  gas, 
in  tank  carloads,  from  LeMoyne  and  Mc¬ 
Intosh,  Ala.,  to  Naheola,  Ala. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  166  to  Southern 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
S-194. 

FSA  No.  39530:  Liquid  caustic  soda  to 
Naheola.  Ala.  Filed  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr., 
agent  (No.  A4627) .  for  interested  rail  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  on  liquid  caustic  soda,  in 
ttmk  carloads,  from  LeMoyne  and  Mc¬ 
Intosh,  Ala.,  to  Naheola,  Ala. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  166  to  Southern 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
S-194. 

FSA  No.  39531:  Liquid  fertilizers  from 
Taft.  La.  Filed  by  Southwestern  Freight 
Bureau,  agent  (No.  B-8677),  for  inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  liquid  fer¬ 
tilizers,  in  tank  carloads,  from  Taft,  La., 
to  specified  points  in  Wyoming. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  111  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
4422. 

FSA  No.  39532:  Newsprint  paper  to 
California  points.  Filed  by  Pacific  South- 
coast  Freight  Bureau,  agent  (No.  251), 
for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on 
newsprint  paper,  in  carloads,  from  spe¬ 
cified  points  in  British  Columbia,  Ore¬ 
gon,  and  Washington,  to  Sacramento 
and  West  Sacramento,  Calif. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Foreign  water  and 
market  competition. 

Tariffs:  14th  revised  page  415G  to 
Pacific  Southcoast  Freight  Bureau,  agent, 
tariff  I.C.C.  1352  and  other  revised  pages 
named  in  the  application. 

FSA  No.  39534:  Alcohols  Jrom  points 
in  Louisiana  and  Texas.  Filed  by  South¬ 
western  Freight  Bureau,  agent  (No.  B- 
8678) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  alcohols  and  ailicles  taking  the  same 
rates,  in  carloads  and  tank  carloads,  from 
points  in  Louisiana  and  Texas,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Minnesota,  North  Carolina,  North 
Dakota,  Ohio,  South  Carolina,  and 
Tennessee. 

Groimds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

FSA  No.  39535:  Liquid  caustic  soda  to 
Lowland.  Tenn.  Filed  by  O.  W.  South, 
Jr.,  agent  (No.  A4628),  for  interested 
rail  carriers.  Rates  on  liquid  caustic 
soda,  in  tank  carloads,  subject  to  mini¬ 
mum  shipment  of  480  net  tons  per  day, 
from  Acme  and  Wilmington,  N.C.,  to 
Lowland,  Tenn. 

Groimds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 


Tariff:  Supplement  106  to  Southern 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  ICC 
S-207. 

AGGR£GATE-OF-InTERMED1ATES 

FSA  No.  39533:  Alcohols  from  points 
in  Louisiana  and  Texas.  Filed  by  South- 
western  Freight  Bureau,  agent  (No.  B- 
8679) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  methanol  (methyl  alcohol) ,  ethylene 
glycol  and  propylene  glycol,  in  tank  car¬ 
loads,  from  specified  points  in  Louisiana 
and  Texas,  to  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  points 
grouped  therewith,  also  Clinton,  Iowa. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Maintenance  of 
depressed  rates  not  applicable  in  con¬ 
structing  combination  rates  from  or  to 
points  beyond  named  points. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  65-895;  Plied,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Notice  1116] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

January  25, 1965. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regmlations  pre¬ 
scribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  179), 
appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  gen¬ 
eral  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  reconsid¬ 
eration  of  the  following  numbered  pro¬ 
ceedings  within  30  days  from  the  date 
of  service  of  the  order.  Pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition  will  post¬ 
pone  the  effective  date  of  the  order  In 
that  proceeding  pending  its  disposition. 
The  matters  relied  upon  by  petitioners 
must  be  specified  in  their  petitions  with 
particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  67224.  By  order  of  Janu¬ 
ary  19,  1965,  Division  3,  acting  as  an 
Appellate  Diiision  approved  the  transfer 
to  Benny  DeFazio,  Jr.,  Moosic,  Pa.,  of  a 
portion  of  Certificate  No.  MC  6744,  issued 
October  27,  1942,  to  E.  Werner,  Jr.,  Iik., 
Ridgefield  Park,  N.J.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  paper  mill  products, 
and  supplies,  materials,  equipment,  and 
machinery,  used  in  pap>er  mills,  over 
irregular  routes,  between  points  in  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  and  Connecticut, 
within  25  miles  of  New  York,  N.Y.,  in¬ 
cluding  New  York,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Trenton,  N.J.,  Beacon  and 
Newburgh,  N.Y.,  Easton,  Philadelphia, 
Scranton,  Lansdowne,  Bristol,  York, 
Reading,  and  Lebanon,  Pa.,  Ansonia, 
South  Norwalk,  New  Haven,  and  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn.,  and  Boston  and  Wheelright, 
Mass.  Bernard  F.  Flynn,  Jr.,  York- 
Flsmn  Building,  East  Blackwell  Street, 
Dover,  N.J.,  07801,  Attorney  for  appli¬ 
cants. 

[seal!  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[PJi.  Doc.  65-896;  FUed,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:48  ajn.] 
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[Notice  111&-A] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

January  25,  1965. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant  to 
section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act*,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CPR  Part  179) , 
appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant  to 
section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition  will 
postpone  the  effective  date  of  the  order 
in  that  proceeding  pending  its  disposi¬ 
tion.  The  matters  relied  upon  by  peti¬ 
tioners  must  be  specified  in  their  peti¬ 
tions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  67555.  By  order  of  Janu-  - 
ary  22,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Greenberg’s  Ex¬ 
press,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  of  Certificate 
No.  MC  66919  issued  August  27,  1942,  to 
New  York  Dress  Delivery,  Inc.,  Millburn, 
N.Y.,  authorizing  the  transportation, 
over  irregular  routes  of  cut  or  uncut 
goods,  trimmings,  buttons,  clips,  clasps, 
and  other  articles  only  when  such  items 
are  used  in  the  manufacture  of  women’s 
and  children’s  garments,  from  New  York, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey;  and 
women’s  and  children’s  garments,  from 
points  in  New  Jersey  to  New  York,  N.Y. 
Herman  B.  J.  Weckstein,  1060  Broad 
Street,  Newark,  N^T.,  07102,  Attorney  for 
transferor.  Herbert  Pensig,  257  West 
38th  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10018,  at¬ 
torney  for  transferee. 

[seal]  Bertha  F.  Abmes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[PH.  Doc.  65-897;  Plied,  Jan.  27,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 
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CUMULATIVE  LIST  OF  CFR  PARTS  AFFECTED— JANUARY 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  January. 
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